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The Month 


HOW MANY AMERICAN ANTI-SEMITES? 


NE of the questions asked by Fortune, in its 
quarterly survey of American public opinion, 

was ‘Do you believe that in the long run Germany 
will be better or worse off if it drives out the 
Jews?” The attempt to gauge the actual amount 
of anti-Semitism throughout the United States 
was phrased in this fashion because very few 
Americans would willingly admit definite racial 
prejudice. A question ‘“‘are you an anti-Semite?”’ 
would probably have received a negative answer 
with the comforting “some of my best friends are 
Jews.” By indirection, Fortune has secured a 
presumably accurate picture of the sentiments of 
the average American. The answer is tabulated 


as follows: 


North 
East 


15.1 


Mid- South South 
West East West West 


16.1 79% CLAT 9.8 
Worse $4.67 52.7 55.1 60.0 524 41:0 61.1 
Don’t Know 31.4% 32.2 28.8 32.5 32.9 49.2 24.6 


An analysis of the data shows the variation by 
geographical divisions to be on the whole negli- 
gible, except for the sharp rise in the “Don’t 
Know” column for the West. The same holds 


Pac. 
Coast 


14.3 


Total 
Better 14.0% 


good for occupations, with the exception of farm- 
hands. These were 20.9% anti-Jewish. 

Fortune concludes from these data that Jews 
are not unpopular in the United States and that 
in no part of the country is anti-Semitism strong 
enough to count politically. The figures hardly 
lend themselves to this reassuring interpretation. 
It is true that of the entire population only 14% 
are avowed anti-Semites, but it is equally true that 
an additional 31% are uncertain—‘“don’t know.” 
In other words, 4 the population is either already 
rabidly anti-Semitic or is open to persuasion. The 
natural reaction of the average American, brought 
up on a steady diet of 4‘fair play” and “tolerance” 
should be one of indignant opposition to Nazi 
racial persecution. The fact that one-third the 
population feels no such instinctive antagonism 
indicates what wide inroads anti-Semitic propa- 
ganda has made in the American mind, consciously 
or subconsciously. The editors of Fortune believe 
that the “don’t know” answer probably springs 
from a “complete dispassion about the subject.” 
That is hardly likely. There are some questions 
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on which ignorance cannot be pleaded, and which 
cannot be subject to meditation. There can be 
no “complete dispassion” in regard even to re- 
mote and hypothetical questions if they touch a 
vital moral issue. One does not seriously answer 
“I don’t know” to “Do you favor infanticide?” 
unless one is prepared to entertain the notion un- 
der given circumstances. 

Taking for granted the democratic ‘‘condition- 
ing” that the average American has had, one 
should expect his normal reaction to the psychic 
stimulus of anti-Semitism to be as swift and un- 
premeditated as the reflex reaction of a healthy 
body to a physical stimulus. If we accept the 
figures of Fortune as significant, the conclusion 
that one-half of the American population is po- 
tentially anti-Semitic becomes inescapable. The 
task of enlightenment should not devolve solely 
upon the Jews, who frequently lack the necessary 
channels of communication with just those ele- 
ments that must be reached. All liberal groups in 
the country must share this responsibility for the 
sake of the non-Jewish, as well as Jewish Ameri- 
can. 


NOT YET A LOST GENERATION 


N the ferment of American life the era of . 


alarms and protests is giving way to incipient 
unity and organization. There is ample proof of 
this in two recent Congresses, one of student 
youth and another of their elders, both proclaim- 
ing their social programs on a broad, non-partisan 
basis. The birth of the American Student Union 
is due to the mature collaboration of about 20% 
of the American student body in their Columbus 
convention. Among the 500 delegates from 
schools and colleges, about half were not even 
affiliated with the L.I.D. and the N.S.L.,-and 
according to James Wechsler, several of the del- 
egates had been participating in vigilante attacks 
less than a year ago! Such is the new trend on 
the American campus. On behalf of nearly 200,- 
000 others, the delegates of the American Stu- 
dent Union took a stand for defense of academic 
freedom and increased relief; against fascism and 
war preparations; against racial discrimination, 
quotas and codes of social inferiority; against loy- 
alty oaths and red-baiting crusades. It adopted 
the Oxford Pledge against the support of war. 
And although intimidated by the American Le- 
gion and excoriated by the Hearst Press; although 
refused the use of the university campus by the 
President of Ohio State because of ‘‘coal short- 
age’’, this convention of youth met to make public 
the fact that “we are not a lost generation.” 

The Cleveland conference of the American 
League Against War and Fascism drew over 
2000 delegates who in turn formally represented 
nearly 2,000,000 persons. While no international 
or state federations sent their delegates, about 
10% of the representation at the conference was 
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from trade unions and A. F, of L. locals, includ- 
ing the Cleveland and Toledo central bodies. 
Other affiliates were cultural organizations, reli- 
gious and farmer groups and members of radical 
political parties. It may be said, however, that 
the Congress consisted predominantly of liberal 
middle class delegates, a fact which made signifi- 
cant the remark of the Socialist observer, that the 
League could not ward off reaction and militarism 
without a wider trade union base of organized 
workers. This experimental agglomeration 
drafted a program against war and fascism. 


In a vital, fundamental way both Congresses, 
though separated in years and experience, spoke 
the same language, had the same enemies in mind, 
and proved their fears of being attacked from 
the very same sources. But these two demonstra- 
tions of solidarity, coming fast on each other’s 
heels, point to a resurgence of political wisdom in 
America, evident less in particular resolutions 
than in democratic dignity and retreating parti- 
sanship. 


A VOICE IN THE WILDERNESS 


AiMost two years ago a public official 

at Washington was confronted with the de- 
mand that in view of the sacred principles of asy- 
lum cherished in the United States from its origin, 
certain citizens of Germany, particularly persecu- 
ted Jews, be admitted to this country. He replied 
that the demand was backed merely by a few small 
groups “along the Atlantic Seaboard,” and that 
he, as a public official, representing the nation, 
was “not impressed.” As a matter of fact, no- 
thing has been done during the three years of the 
Sodomite regime in Germany to “impress” the 
governing bodies and public opinion of the country 
and remind them of the forgotten tradition of 
this continent, which welcomed exiles and refugees 
from every corner of the world. One Jewish 
“voice crying in the wilderness”’ was raised in the 
House of Representatives. Public opinion did 
not react to that reminder, possibly because the 
voice spoke for those “few small groups along the 
Atlantic Seaboard,” to which the above mentioned 
Washington official later on referred. The first 
official suggestion for granting the protection of 
the American flag to ostracised German Jewry 
made by a non-Jewish American, was the pro- 
posed amendment to existing immigration laws, 
introduced by Senator William King of Utah in 
his speech before the Senate, January 23. King 
estimated that 600,000 Jews have been or will be 
expelled from Germany. These people must go 
somewhere. Palestine, a country described by 
the Senator as still semi-arid, is not in a position 
to absorb large numbers of German expatriates 
in a short period of time. He pointed to France 
which has generously taken in thousands of refu- 
gees and asked Americans not to turn their backs 
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on “this people of genius” and to do their share 
in solving a grave international problem. 

Himself a Mormon, Senator King “remem- 
bers” the persecutions suffered by the American 
pioneers of his faith; there is no reason to ques- 
tion the sincerity of his demand that the United 
States do its part toward alleviating the sufferings 
of the modern victims of intolerance. But we 
have no illusions as to the efficacy of his prayers. 
Congress is not likely to go beyond expressions 
of sympathy and pious wishes. Nor does the Ad- 
ministration possess the courage required for ex- 
tending a broader hospitality to aliens, on the eve 
of a national election. There is no risk of even 
going on record as skeptics and pessimists, if we 
assume that the first to oppose the enactment of 
King’s amendment will be some of the official cap- 
tains of American Labor. 


A LANGUAGE QUOTA? 
ME: LAWRENCE A. WILKINS, director of 
foreign languages in New York City high 
schools, recently advocated that Junior High 
Schools in New York cease teaching Hebrew (to- 
gether with Russian and Esperanto). To his way 
of thinking, instruction in French, German, Latin, 
and Spanish offers sufficient variety. He formu- 
lated this opinion on “practical” and “cultural”’ 
considerations. One wonders why Mr. Wilkins 
entertains the strange notion that his five pet ton- 
gues run the whole gamut of utility and culture. 
Taking his own standards as a yardstick, why 
does he, for instance, prefer Italian to Russian? 
From the standpoint of culture Russian literature 
is not negligible and as far as utility goes—our 
business with Russia is on the up-grade while our 
trade with Italy is on the decline. As for He- 
brew, Mr. Wilkins as a student of speech ought 
to be aware that from cultural considerations, the 
language of the Bible and of later Hebrew liter- 
ature is somewhat striking. Mr. Wilkins, think- 
ing perhaps to score with the grandstands, de- 
fends his attitude by advancing the belief that 
languages in public schools ought not be taught 
“purely on a racial basis.” What racial basis, 
pray, has Esperanto? And why imagine that 
teaching foreign languages must foment racial 
dissensions? To millions of American citizens in 
New York, and to us, the only sensible way to 
reduce racial animosities is by increasing, rather 
than decreasing, the number of languages availa- 
ble to students. A well-planned curriculum should 
meet the needs of the community. If, as in New 
York City, millions of parents possess a culture 
in the Hebrew tongue and wish their children to 
come in contact with their ancestral heritage, why 
shut off such opportunity? To familiarize the 
offspring of former immigrants with the cultural 
background of their immediate ancestors seems to 
us a far more sensible basis for educators to 
adopt. Such learning will not only raise the self- 


-quotas can facilitate Americanization. 
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respect of children who come from homes where 
the school-taught languages are still spoken, read, 
or revered, but will also create a better under- 
standing between the new and older generations. 
It would be a fallacy to suppose that language 
Let us by 
all means teach Mr. Wilkins’ five languages but 
let us not close our minds to the tongues of the 
rest of mankind by eliminating speeches that are 
important to millions of people. Let us throw 
open as many new windows as possible facing the 
horizon of American culture. 


"STATE-BUILDING" MENTALITY 


TT’'HE New Zionist Organization (the pseudo- 
nym recently assumed by tht Revisionists) 
has issued a circular urging its adherents to sign 
petitions to protest against the withholding of 
certificates from “the only guardians of Herzl’s 
heritage.” The instructions are that these peti- 
tions be sent to the British Consulate in Warsaw 
with a request that they be forwarded to the 
Palestine Government. The urgency of such peti- 
tions is emphasized since Mr. Jabotinsky is tak- 
ing steps in London for independent immigration 
schedules and his actions must be supported by 
all branches of the New Zionist Organization. 
The formula of the petition to be signed charges 
the officially recognized “Palestine Office”’in Po- 
land with discrimination against Revisionists in 
the distribution of immigration certificates: as a 
condition for obtaining a certificate the ‘‘Palestine 
Office” requires, for instance, evidence of active 
work and of contributions to the Jewish National 
Fund. The petitioner is therefore instructed to 
make the following declaration: “I do not belong 
to the old Zionist Organization, nor do I regard 
it as my duty to contribute towards the Jewish 
National Fund or work for it, and I deem it 
necessary to apply to the Palestine Government 
with the request to grant me a certificate.” 

We don’t undertake to predict the reply of the 
Palestine Government to the petition of the Zion- 
ist secessionists. Some British Colonial officials 
are traditionally inclined to believe that under 
“specific”? circumstances a certain percentage of 
“trouble makers” may even be desirable for the 
final tranquilization of a country. The Admini- 
stration of Palestine may find itself legally bound 
to meet the Revisionists’ demand (legal obligation 
was the reason given when the government decided 
to issue a number of certificates at the expense of 
the schedule, to the Farmers’ Association). But 


the Revisionist document is worth noting for a 
different reason. It represents a peculiar concep- 
tion of citizenship; neither do I pay taxes nor do 
I regard it my duty to pay any, whatever my in- 
come may be, but I am just as good a citizen as 
any of my neighbors. It is a typical manifestation 
of the “State-building” mentality. 
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GERMAN ZIONIST ORGANIZATION 


HE German Zionist Organization has recently 
requested the Nazi government to appoint 
it the sole authority over Jewish affairs in Ger- 
many. It is hard to understand this demand. 
What kind of authority is meant? Does the 
German Zionist Organization seek such an official 
status from the government? Does it wish to as- 
sume responsibility for all group functions devolv- 
ing from the present conditions of German Jewry? 
Does it want a dictatorship over German Jewish 
affairs? The situation is not clear. In Germany 
there are organized Jewish communities with ofh- 
cial rights and functions dating back to before the 
war. These communities have their own system of 
taxation and their own methods of administration. 
Neither the Weimar Constitution, nor even the 
Hitler regime (so far at any rate) has abrogated 
these rights. Under Zionist influence these com- 
munities have become increasingly democratic dur- 
ing recent years. If the Hitler government will 
not ruin or crush them, there is every reason to 
believe that with the growing impetus of Zionism 
they will become still more democratic and nation- 
ally minded. With assimilation and plutocracy 
bankrupt, the way for complete Zionist leadership 
is open in most German communities. But this 
leadership must arise naturally from inner 
changes. It must not be-super-imposed. The 
Zionists are the logical representatives of Jewish 
life in Germany. No other element has the moral 
or physical resources for the present catastrophe. 
But the authority which the Zionists must inevita- 
bly wield must be deputied to them by the Jewish 
communities themselves. It cannot be decreed from 
above. Any arbitrary assumption of power by 
the Zionists would not have a wholesome effect 
on the Jewish life of Germany, and is surely not 
desired by the Zionists themselves. 

News of this alleged development in German 
Zionism came to us through a dispatch of the 
Jewish Telegraphic Agency; we hope that further 
and authentic information will clarify the attitude 
taken by German Zionists. 


PALESTINE COMMUNISTS RECANT 


GEVERAL weeks have elapsed since the Com- 

munist Party of Palestine admitted that its 
proclamation inciting the Arabs against the Jew- 
ish settlers was an “error’’. “Now that the authen- 
ticity of the document has been established—it is 
not a “forgery” as the New York Communists had 
hoped—we have been wondering what steps the 
Palestine Communists would take to rectify their 
“mistake” as they so charitably put it. At last 
we know. According to reports received here, 
they have issued a second proclamation free from 
the blemishes of the first. The revised version— 
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the fruit presumably of meditation and a change 
of heart—is for these reasons even more note- 
worthy than the original. The first proclamation 
urged that all Arabs be armed and all Jews dis- 
armed. The second proclamation makes the same 
incendiary appeal to Arab fanaticism and ignor- 
ance. The sole change consists in substituting all 
“Zionists” for all “Jews.” Considering how negli- 
gible a percentage of the Jewish settlers in Pales- 
tine are Zionists, one can appreciate the quixotic 
generosity of the Communist recantation. In all 
other respects, the proclamations are identically 
irresponsible and unscrupulous. However, the 
Communists thoughtfully decided to vary the lan- 
guage of the “appeal.” The original had been 
couched in Arabic, for the very good reason that 
it was addressed to Arabs. - The revised version, 
offered in extenuation of “error’’, appeared in 
Hebrew. The most impassioned Hebraist could 
hardly ask for a more delicate compliment. Ap- 
parently the Arab peasants have been devoting 
themselves to an intensive study of the sacred 
tongue, and the best way to efface any unfortunate 
impression left by the first document is by employ- 
ing Hebrew. An inflamed Arab might attack a 


“Jew’’ instead of a “Zionist”. Address him in 


Hebrew and all danger of such misadventure 
ceases. One does not know at what to marvel 
more—the nature of the amends or the manner 
of making them. 


A BEDOUIN BANQUET 


MARTYRED survivors of banquets and meet- 

ings should learn a little Oriental sublety. 
It seems that the rank and file can get together 
without the ubiquitous, speech-making ‘“‘leaders”’, 
if they are sufficiently resourceful. The Bedouins 
of Southern Palestine have shown a method of 
escape. They were forming a new Arab Peasant 
Party, and knew that the political fahrer would 
appear post-haste at the ‘inaugural meeting 
whether invited or not. So the Bedouins, with 
true desert hospitality requested the honored 
presence of their mentors by letters, several days 
in advance, and by wire deplored that the gather- 
ing had been postponed—on the day of the meet- 
ing. Thus, free from encumbering spokesmen, 
4000 peasants feasted together, consuming 160 


sheep and 100 bags of rice. And then they made — 


their own speeches. Did they discuss Jewish im- 
migration and land purchases? These themes 
remained as absent as the hapless leaders. In- 
stead they went in for a wholesale denunciation 
of the missing inspirers, the effendis, and the Mos- 
lem Supreme Council, gentry indifferent to the 
interests of the rural population. We are sorry 
we missed that feast. It was one banquet we 
should have enjoyed attending. 
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FRONTIER FORUM 


(Beginning with this issue the Editors pro- 
pose to conduct for the benefit of inquiring 
readers a department of questions and an- 
swers. Readers are invited to send in ques- 
tions on Palestine, Zionism, Histadrut, and 
Jewish affairs in general. As far as possible, 
questions should be phrased in a single sen- 
tence.—The Editors) 


QUESTION: Isn’t it likely that the Jews may 
lose Palestine in the event of a World War? And 
if so, isn’t it foolhardy to invest energy in settling 
that country? (L. F.) 

ANSWER: Of course there is no foretelling 
the consequences of any future World War. But 
in the last World War (despite the practices of 
the notorious tyrant Jemal Pasha who tried to 
eradicate the Jewish population by murder, tor- 
ture, imprisonment and exile), the Jewish settle- 
ment was not wiped out. True, during the years 
1914-1918 Jewish suffering in Palestine was con- 
siderable and the population became greatly de- 
cimated. But immediately after the cessation of 
hostilities, constructive Zionist work was resumed 
and the Jewish population has increased from 
65,000 to 400,000. And now that the Jewish 
population is much larger than in former days, 
the possibilities of destroying the Jewish settle- 
ment has beén appreciably reduced. ‘In war times 
no peoples and no powers are safe. Look what 
happened to the Austrian empire. But even in 
in war times the safety of a people rooted in its 
soil and living in compact masses is greater than 
that of a dispersed group which has no autono- 
mous life of its own. The war-time mass-slaughter 
of Jews which occurred in the Ukraine is unthink- 
able in a national homeland where Jews live to- 
gether in fast-growing communities. The fact 
that war threatens the existence of a Belgium or 
a Poland, or a Jewish Palestine, does not, cer- 
tainly, imply that it is therefore futile for a peopl 
to have a land of its own. Only Socialism can 
guarantee each nation its equal rights and abolish 
war. Until the establishment of a world socialist 
order, Jews like other peoples will have to face the 
future with the conviction that even if war should 
bring devastation and suffering, the world will 
still continue to carry on its labors and efforts for 
a newer and better humanity. The menace of a 
World War should not paralyze the creative 
efforts of human beings in general and of Jews in 
particular. ® 

QUESTION: There has been talk of mass 
settlement of Jews in the Negev. How many 
Jews can the Negev accomodate? (S. G.) 

ANSWER: The Negev contains over 10,000,- 


000 dunam land. Its colonization possibilities have 


not yet been explored. But the same might have 
been said of entire Palestine at one time. Some 
fifty years ago, the colonizing capacities of the 
areas whereon we have since settled 400,000 Jews 
were likewise unknown. Twenty-five years ago 
we knew little of the Jordan Valley, Emek Izreel 
and Emek Hefer, the three major points in which 
our cooperative enterprises are at present situated. 
The great obstacle in colonizing the Negev seems 
to be its apparent lack of water-supply. Once 
this problem is solved, the Negev can sustain some 
two or three million persons. 
@ « 


QUESTION: How is the Histadrut combat- 
ting land speculation in Palestine? (M. M. J.) 

ANSWER: The Histadrut is exerting maxi- 
mum pressure on the government to enact. laws 
blocking land speculation. This objective thus 
far has not produced results. The Histadrut is 
also resorting to rousing public opinion by publiciz- 
ing details of land speculation. It warns all po- 
tential buyers against the tactics of real-estate 
vampires. This method has proven only partly 
effective in reducing the number of victims. The 
radical cure depends on nationalization of larger 
areas of land which will become the property of 
the Jewish National Fund. Meanwhile, the His- 
tadrut continues both to expose and fight, as well 
as insist on requisite governmental legislation 
against speculation. 

® 


QUESTION: Why does the Histadrut advo- 
cate the need of Jews employing 100% organized 
Jewish labor? Isn’t that demand an infringement 
on the rights of Arab labor? (B. T.) 

ANSWER: Peculiar conditions in Palestine 
are responsible for this situation. Take, for in- 
stance, the anomaly within the orange-grove in- 
dustry. Some 280,000 dunam are now planted 
with oranges and grapefruit. Of these Jews own 
160,000 dunam and Arabs 120,000. A laborer 
is needed for each 10 dunam, thus creating a total 
demand for 28,000 workers. No Arab planter 
hires any Jews; first because he doesn’t want to 
employ Jews, and secondly because Jewish laborers 
will not work for the same low wages paid to 
Arabs. Under these circumstances, to open up 
Jewish farms to Arab labor would lead to an in- 
creased immigration of Arabs from neighboring 
countries and to a reduction of the living standards 
among Jewish workers. Besides, Jews the world 
over are investing energy, blood and capital in 
order to create in Palestine possibilities for the 
settlement of hundreds of thousands of Jews 
from Poland, Germany, Rumania and other lands 
of the Galut. To consent to the exploitation of 
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Arab labor on Jewish farms would only enable 
Jewish capitalists to import numerous Arabs from 
adjacent territories and would, moreover, block 
Jewish settlement in the country. Therefore the 
Histadrut has proclaimed the principle that so 
long as Jewish labor is excluded from the Arab 
economy, and as long as cheap Arab labor can be 
used to beat down the wage-standards and crush 
organized Jewish workers of Palestine, so long 
must Jews insist that every economic position crea- 
ted by Jewish capital and by the sweat of Jewish 
labor should belong to the millions of Jewish 
masses who are leaving the Galut in order to 
work in Palestine. Insistence on the need of em- 
ploying 100% organized Jewish labor in the long 
run is a battle for the welfare of Arab labor as 
well as for Jewish labor. By preventing unorgan- 
ized Arab labor from breaking down the strong- 
hold of organized Jewish labor the entire work- 
ing population of Palestine will ultimately benefit. 
e 

QUESTION: Does the Histadrut do anything 
for the Arab worker? (J. L.) 

ANSWER: Yes. The Histadrut carries on 
propaganda which rouses the consciousness of the 
Arab as a worker and as a human being. It helps 
to organize him into Arab labor unions. Arabs 
and Jews are organized in two distinct labor 
federations which are combined in one central or- 
ganization. Inasmuch as Palestine is a country in 
which Jews are establishing a national homeland 
for hundreds and thousands who still have to im- 
migrate, the Jewish Histadrut cannot function in 
the same manner as the Federation of American 
Labor. In addition to pure trade union interests 
it must also be engaged in colonizing activities and 
conducting cultural and political work for the re- 
construction of an autonomous Jewish life. The 
institutions created by the Jewish Histadrut aim 
to benefit not only the present Jewish workers in 
Palestine but also the tens of thousands who are 
on the point of immigrating. It would be un- 
reasonable to expect Arab workers to enter a 
Histadrut of this type and be taxed to support 
enterprises calculated to increase the number of 
new Jewish working settlers. Besides, in a duo- 
national country like Palestine, the Arab workers 
have to solve peculiar political and cultural prob- 
lems of their own. Fundamentally the interests 
of the Arab and Jewish worker are not contra- 
dictory but nonetheless they are distinct and can 
best be protected through the instrumentality of 
two federations which work harmoniously by be- 
longing to one joint organization that takes care 
of the needs common to the entire working class 
in Palestine. The system, which is not so com- 
plicated as it may sound, works in this fashion: 
The Arab stone-breakers in Jerusalem have an 
Arab local. The Jewish stone-breakers have a 
Jewish local. The Arab local belongs to the 
Arab Jerusalem Workers Council that unites all 
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the Arab workers of Jerusalem. The Jewish local 
is afhliated with a similar Jewish Workers’ Council 
of Jerusalem. The Jewish Workers Council of 
Jerusalem in turn belongs to the Histadrut. The 
Arab Workers Council of Jerusalem is a part of 
the Arab Histadrut. Both Histadruts constitute 
the Histadrut Poale Eretz Israel (Federation of 
Palestinian Workers), a central organization for 
all organized workers in the country, Arabs and 
Jews, that regulates and defends the interests of 
both Arab and Jewish workers. 

Regretably, because of the backwardness of 
the Arab worker, the Arab Federation is very 
small and numbers only a few thousand members 
whereas the Jewish Federation approximates 100,- 
ooo. Among the Arabs, the hold of powerful 
families is still strong. The head of the tribe or 
family exerts a tremendous influence over the 
masses; whence efforts to organize Arabs in a 
class-conscious Arab Histadrut encounter great 
obstacles. But no matter how difficult, the Jew- 
ish Histadrut is determined to help fellow Arab 
workers to organize themselves in a class-con- 
scious trade union movement. Despite all im- 
pediments, efforts to organize Arab workers 
tirelessly proceed with Jewish aid and are produc- 
ing results. 





CONTRIBUTORS 


JAKOB LESTSHINSKY, born in Russia in 1876, is 
one of the foremost Jewish economists, a fre- 
quent contributor to the Yiddish press both in 
Europe and America. 


FELIX WELTSCH is the Editor of Selbstwebr of 
Prague, Chekoslovakia. He has just published 
an essay Thesen Des Nationalhumanismus in 
the volume Rassen Theorie Und Judentum, 


OSKAR BAUM, wrote Otto Brod in Jewish Fron- 
tier: “is known for his novels of the blind, and 
has written “The People of the Deep Sleep’ 
which deals with the Khazars.” 


ELSIE GLUCK has published a pamphlet “Introduc- 
tion to American Trade Unionism.” 

JEAN JAFFE is a newspaperwoman on the staff of 
the “Day”. 


ANITA GRANNIS has translated “Romance of New 
Russia” by Magdeleine Marx, the granddaughter 
of Karl Marx. 


ROBERT GARVEY has contributed to many Jewish 
and educational periodicals. He writes chil- 
dren’s stories and has a book in preparation, 


ANNE POWELL is associated with the Federal The- 
atre Project of New York. 


FRONTIER FORUM, a new feature in Jewish Fron- 
tier, belongs to all our readers and everybody is 
heartily invited to join its inquiring ranks, 
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Not Britain's Pawn 


BRITISH policies in Palestine are something 

of a picture-puzzle for the layman: with one 
hand Great Britain seems to be encouragingly pat- 
ting the Jews, with the other, the Arabs. After 
the war the London Government promised the 
Arabs practically all that Mohammed’s disciples 
could envision in the silence of the desert; with 
equal glibness the Jews were fascinated with the 
image of the Messiah astride a Nordic steed 
bounding from the finest stables of the British 
equerry. During the past fifteen years of “‘nor- 
mal” occupation, both factions have been alter- 
nately placated or brow-beaten. One group of 
colonial officials incites the Jews against the 
Arabs; another group, the Arabs against the 
Jews. Then they combine to remonstrate with 
both peoples for their failure to live together in 
peace and harmony as dictated by God and His 
Majesty’s Government. For the past three years, 
the government has been permitting a large Jew- 
ish immigration, yet precisely in these three years 
it has been attempting to put into effect its ‘“‘parlia- 
ment”, which would reduce the Jews to the state 
of an attacked minority. Great Britain received 
the Mandate primarily for the purpose of aiding 
Jews to create a national homeland, yet she is pre- 
pared to introduce a “parliament” without Jewish 
representatives — a trifling omission which the 
government is apparently ready to overlook. 
Even the initiated become confused in this maze 
of contradictions. One wonders whether this 
dualism is inherent in British political strategy, or 
whether it indicates a conscious and consistently 
executed two-fold bookkeeping. Sometimes one 
gets the impression that two factions with oppos- 
ing programs govern Britain’s colonial policies, 
and that the results are dictated by the momentary 
victory of one group over the other. 

The latest dispatches from England have not 
clarified the situation. Something is seething in 
Albion’s diplomatic witches’ brew, but its charac- 
ter is uncertain. Augur, the special correspondent 
to the New York Times (January 19) working on 
the new aspects of English policy in the Orient in 
general, and in Palestine in particular, has inform- 
ed us that the Jews are at last getting to chance to 
become partners in the great game of world-poli- 
tics. Those who guess the identity of the individual 
hidden by the pen-name of Augur, also know that 
he has every opportunity for securing authentic 
information, and that he has access to the remotest 
chambers of the Colonial Office. According to 
Augur’s interpretation of the latest turn in 
British colonial policy, Palestine Jewry has before 
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it a noteworthy mission: it is to become the com- 
missioned guardian of the wholeness of the British 
Empire. 

The reasoning is quite ‘‘simple”. The danger 
of war in the Mediterranean has shown that Bri- 
tain’s naval supremacy is not absolute. Due to 
the development of mighty air fleets, the old base 
at Malta is no longer secure. One of the links in 
the safe chain of communication throughout the 
length of the British Empire has snapped. In 
order to prevent disaster in the future, the growth 
of aviation must be stressed. But an air fleet 
must have a solid base safely situated in a territory 
inhabited by a friendly population. Such a popu- 
lation cannot be found in Egypt; it can be found 
in Palestine: 

“The Jewish population (of Palestine) represents an 
element which can supply a guarantee of safety for 
the establishments of the air force. In the sea of the 
native population of Arabia the Palestinian Jews stand 
isolated, an outpost of Europe, and, if rightly handled, 
an element of strength for the Empire.” 

Why Jews? Because the Arabs are not suit- 
able. 

“Experience shows that Arab chiefs have sided with 

Great Britain only to improve their own position.” 
The Arabs have made use of England’s aid 

and favors, but they have not become friends. On 
the contrary, they have the impudence to dream 
of a great united Arab empire: ‘The Arabs in 
Syria and Palestine look to Mecca, not to London 


and Paris.” 

Jews, on the other hand, have lately become a 
great factor in Palestine, and their friendship may 
be relied on: 

“Already the possibility is seen that the Jewish popu- 
lation will provide the physical force sufficient not 
only for its own protection, but also for the defense 
of the Palestinian citadel against any foreseeable at- 
tack from outside, Military experts say a Jewish mili- 
tia of 50,000 men may be a reality tomorrow.” 

No doubt there are individual Jews who will 
find the present calculations of British political 
circles gratifying. The notion of becoming a mili- 
tary factor to be taken into account by the greatest 
empire in the world is bound to dazzle some. 
No doubt the Revisionists, who have long been 
dreaming of a “real colonial regime” in Palestine 
and of military trappings for eager Jewish bodies, 
are viewing these possibilities with bated breath. 
But one can safely assume that most Jews, respon- 
sible Zionists particularly, greet such prospects 
without enthusiasm. Now more than ever they 
feel the need of holding steadfastly to the ethical 
principles of Zionism. 

We view Palestine neither as an English colony 
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nor, for the time being, as a prospective British 
dominion. We do not care to indulge in prophe- 
cies nor give guarantees in regard to the eventual 
political status of Palestine. For the present, the 
problem is not pressing. The actual problem that 
we face is that of bringing a large number of 
Jews into Palestine and of creating there a sound 
agricultural and industrial development. We are 
prepared to cooperate, we must cooperate, with 
Great Britain for these purposes, but for no other, 
not even for the purpose of maintaining “‘the pres- 
tige of the white race in the East” as Augur 
puts it. Such cooperation does not oblige us to 
take part in all of England’s strategic and political 
plans. We did not commit ourselves to such par- 
ticipation when we “approved” the English Man- 
date; the entire history of Zionism gives England 
no right to assume that we are prepared to shed 
the blood of even one Jewish youth to assure her 
dominance in India or elsewhere. Zionism is a 
movement of national liberation. It never dreamt 
of buying emancipation for the Jewish people at 
the price of assisting in the enslavement of other 
peoples. We have never declared ourselves to 
be the foes of oppressed peoples. As human be- 
ings, as citizens of the world, we have more earn- 
est concerns than the “prestige of the white race 
in the Orient.” The catastrophic condition of the 
Jews throughout the world leaves us little active 
energy for the problems of other oppressed 
peoples. Nevertheless, should the British govern- 
ment turn to us with proposals as “honorable” 
as those indicated by Augur, we would have to 
remind England that there are many in our 
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midst who understand the language of Mahatma 
Gandhi and the Brothers Ali better than that of 
the British colonial police or of military aviators. 
We will have to decline the proferred honor re- 
spectfully, and will have to announce ourselves as 
“unreliable.” 


We consider the still strained relations existing 
between ourselves and the Arabs as tragic—un- 
fortunate for us and perhaps no less so for the 
Arabs. We are constantly seeking a basis for 
friendly mutual undertsanding. We cannot say 
that the government has ever helped us in this 
regard. On the contrary. The paradoxical zig- 
zag of English policy has temporarily cost us the 
friendship of certain Arab circles. This grieves 
us. It would grieve us even in the eventuality that 
we should be driven to protect our lives and famil- 
ies with arms against the attacks of incited, fana- 
tical Arabs. We will continue to seek a modus 
vivendi with the Arabs of Palestine, and of neigh- 
boring lands. We will never oppose or obstruct 
the liberation or political consolidation of any 
Oriental people whatever its color or race. 


We are prepared further to cooperate with 
England in the reconstruction of Palestine. But 
we will never forget that cooperation with Eng- 
land, no matter how long it lasts, is accidental and 
temporary, whereas our association with the 
Arabs, as with all Oriental peoples, is organic 
and eternal. Zionism has its roots in the ancient 
Messianic ideal of world-redemption; it cannot 
become the breeding place of a Praetorian guard 
for.a new Rome. 


Cultural Minority Theatres 


(As this article was being set for publication, Mr. Elmer 
Rice resigned as the Regional Director of the Federal The- 
atre Project, in a dispute over the subject-matter in what 
was to be the Project's first play—“The Living News- 
paper’. The WPA authorities felt that the government 
could not rightly picture the heads of other nations—as was 
to be done in a sketch called, “Ethiopia’—but Mr. Rice 


ALTHOUGH much has been said and written 
about the government plan for subsidized 
theatre known as the Federal Theatre Project 
under Hallie Flanagan, National Director, little 
has been known of the exact nature of this pro- 
gram from an artistic and cultural viewpoint. 
What type of theatre will be developed, what 
drama groups will be represented and what level 
of artistic integrity will be maintained are subjects 
so far unmentioned. 
For this reason we querried the New York office 
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apparently felt otherwise. Mr. Rice declared the censor- 
ship of “Ethiopia” was ordered not because of the fear of 
international complications, but that it was a deliberate at- 
tempt of the government “to stifle free expression” and 
“after he had outlined some of the other productions, in- 
cluding a play dealing with unemployment, the handling 
of relief, and with conditions in Southern States.” 
—THE EDITORS. 


where much of the Federal Theatre activity is to 
be centered. This region, until recently headed by 
Elmer Rice has launched upon an ambitious pro- 
gram involving twenty-eight production groups. Six 
theatres have been leased within the metropolitan 
area and some four thousand persons are now 
engaged as players, directors, technicians and ad- 
ministrators. A brief glance at the production 
schedule reveals that almost every known phase 
of theatre is represented: everything from a pro- 
fessional company doing popular type plays at 
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popular prices to a theatre for children headed 
by one of the outstanding authorities in the nation. 
Another company is creating a theatrical innova- 
tion in the form of a “Living Newspaper,” a 
dramatization of news topics in stage presentation. 


Many of these groups within the Federal 
Theatre are by now well known to readers. The 
phase of this $6,000,000 subsidy which interested 
us was the discovery that national minority groups 
and special cultural ideas have found a berth and 
the experiments are soon to be shown to the public. 


We refer to the Negro Theatre, in itself an 
encouraging phenomenon. Some three hundred 
Negroes, professional theatre people in Harlem, 
have been given a chance to create and sustain 
within their own province a real and vital new 
theatre of their own. The first production, ‘Walk 
Together Chillun”, was written by Frank Wilson 
who played the lead in “Porgy”. The cast, direc- 
tion, and scenic designs are executed by supporting 
members of the group. Their second production 
will be a version of “‘Macbeth’’, re-arranged to 
depict this classic in a West Indian setting. The 
Negro Theatre was sponsored by the Urban 
League and by Rose McClendon, well known ac- 
tress and former director of the Negro People’s 
Theatre of New York. This group has been in 
the Lafayette Theatre for several weeks and is 
opening its box office for a low admission scale 
ranging from fifteen cents to forty cents, first row 
orchestra. 

As part of a program which promises to entirely 
revitalize the Yiddish Theatre, three production 
companies are now engaged in reading the follow- 
ing plays: 

“The Idle Inn”, Peretz Hirschbein’s classic 
mystic drama. The Anglo-Jewish unit, headed 
by Philip Gross will do this play. The mood and 
interpretation will be in keeping with contem- 
porary thought, even to the expression of new 
ideas by means of realistic scene design. 


“The Eternal Wanderer”, by Ossip Dymov, 
(last produced twenty-five years ago) is consid- 
ered by Harry Thomashevsky to present great 
promise of reaching a wide and enthusiastic aud- 
ience. This production, which will not have a 
theatre of its own will play to spot bookings in 
Jewish centers and other civic auditoriums 
throughout the city. 

The third company is that of the Yiddish Intim- 
ate Theatre. Farcial and serious playlets dealing 
with contemporary subjects will be presented in a 
novel manner. Zvee Scooler, former director of 
the well known ‘“‘Zulaches” is the supervisor. 
Purely experimental technique will be adopted in 
which expressionistic lighting and puppets will 
play a large part. 


Several other small units within the Federal 
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Theatre deserve mention. Under the guidance 
of John E. Bonn the German Theatre program 
is reaching completion. Their first show will be 
a double bill, “The Broken Jug” (Der Zerbro- 
chene Krug) and “The Apostle” (Die Apostal). 
Under the novel direction of Bonn, for years asso- 
ciated with the most highly experimental form of 
drama, “The Broken Jug” may prove to be a 
sensation. It is, as nearly as one can come to an 
analysis of its plot, a clearly etched presentation 
of social conflict of modern times. The second 
item is a sharp indictment of war expressed in 
biting satire. 


What is more significant, however, than either 
the plays selected or the method of approach to 
the public is the unusual fact that American 
theatres are being subsidized for hational minori- 
ties and cultural groups. Men and women known 
for their determination to be original in artistic 
expression have found an outlet. This is charac- 
teristic of the Federal Theatre program, at least 
so far as the New York region is concerned. 
Many of those now engaged in building this pro- 
gram have been outcasts for years from the com- 
mercial theatre world. They have had small and 
select audiences, more enthusiastic and appreci- 
ative than profitable. Under the government pro- 
gram these audiences may now grow to such pro- 
portions as to be fitting reward for the type of 
expression which directors like John Bonn, Thom- 
ashevsky, Scooler and others have to offer. 


This may seem like a grandiose picture of the 
project but in actuality no conception of real size 
has been given. The five big production units alone 
employ more than 1000 persons. The workshop 
at one time prepared sets for five productions; in 
all thirty-nine scenes were emerging from carpen- 
ter and painter when this article went to press. 
Marionette shows, a circus, vaudeville, operettas 
—these are a few more items of which space does 
not permit a full description. 


It is an ambitious program. If the integrity of 
those working to make it succeed is an indication 
cf its future this art project may evolve as a 
permanent and lasting influence upon the cultural 
life of the nation. In a recent statement Elmer 
Rice summed up this project as follows: 

“It attempts to represent the theatre in all its 
aspects, but more particularly to emphasize the 
value of the theatre as an art-form, as an instru- 
ment of culture and as a factor in the social de- 
velopment of the community.” 


We are about to realize a theatre with a con- 
cept of the “community” which recognizes a cul- 
tural composition of Negro, Jew, German, Irish, 
Russian and other American elements. It is a 
concept well worth the expenditure of money, per- 
sonnel and genius. 
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Why Biro - Bidjan ? 


wir Biro-Bidjan? One will look in vain for 

an answer to this question in the Jewish 
press and in the official statements of the Soviet 
Government. Much has been written about this 
country in the Soviet Jewish press. In official 
papers on the Jewish republic of Biro-Bidjan there 
exists plenty of enthusiastic discussion about the 
national policy of Lenin and the importance of the 
establishment of a new Socialist republic in the 
Far East. These tell us nothing, however, of the 
needs which the Jewish masses of Russia seek to 
gratify in remote Biro-Bidjan, twenty days away 
from Moscow. 

Have the Russian Jews economic maladies for 
which a remedy can be found in Biro-Bidjan 
alone? The answer is ‘“‘no’”’, to both parts of the 
question. It is our opinion that whenever Jews 
have absolutely and actually obtained equal polli- 
tical rights, the Jewish economic problem has been 
solved. And this, exactly, is the case in Soviet 
Russia: A Jew there may be a professor in a 
university, a street cleaner, a poet or a peasant. 
In choosing an occupation he is hampered neither 
by law, nor by arbitrary officials, nor by social 
antagonism, nor by secret agreements. Soviet 
Russia did not confine itself to a mere declaration 
of equal rights, i.e. it did not say to Jews—now 
that you are emancipated go and do what you 
please for a livelihood. They knew that social 
life was complicated and that the economic mal- 
formation of a thousand years would not auto- 
matically disappear, without an operation. 

This operation meant a complete change of the 
Jewish economic structure by helping Jews quit 
trades which were dying and by engaging them in 
new trades which have developed under new con- 
ditions. The intention was to place Jews in vari- 
ous trades and break up the typical Jewish concen- 
tration in a group of allied trades. A double 
solution was aimed at: to secure new occupations 
for those who had lost their old work and to make 
the Jewish economic structure more nearly 
normal. 

The first task—to find work for the starving 
and declassed—has been fulfilled in Russia. There 
were at one time over a million declassed (more 
than a third of the Jewish population) ; to-day 
about 150,000-200,000 remain. But these are “‘hu- 
man dust”, old men in small towns, widows, un- 
employables who cannot adjust themselves to new 
conditions—as a whole, elements incapable of col- 
onizing a new unsettled country or of building a 
new Jewish society. These stepchildren, mostly 
public charges, some dependent on American rela- 
tives and some engaged in illegal trade, will com- 
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plete their lives in small towns. They will never 
hear Messiah’s horn in Biro-Bidjan. 

But every young man, strong and thirsty for 
life has left the village and gone to the city. They 
have found jobs in the Government, in the store, 
in office, factory, school, university, the editorial 
staff, the center of propaganda, the hospital, court, 
and, to a very small extent, also on the farms. 
It is the middle-aged Jew (of Tobias, the milk- 
man type) healthy, active, able to endure hard- 
ship, self confident and frugal, who has gone to 
the farm. The sons of Menahem Mendel went 
to the city, to the various business and educational 
institutions, offices and other jobs. They flooded 
the universities, the newspapers, and supplied hun- 
dreds of poets and story writers who are storming 
not Russian literature alone, but that of Ukraine 
and of other nationalities as well. At the last 
congress of writers in Moscow there were 240 
Jews, more than one third of the 700 delegates. 
But among these there were only eight writers of 
Yiddish. 

In the five largest cities of Russia—Moscow, 
Leningrad, Kharkov, Kiev and Odessa—there are 
nearly a million Jews (one third of all the Jews 
in Soviet Russia), while only 5% of the non-Jew- 
ish population lives there. Of this million, 700,- 
000 have come to the city since the beginning of 
the Soviet regime. Of the 600,000 Jews who live 
in three cities—Moscow, Leningrad and Kharkov 
—s550,000 have settled during the Soviet regime. 

The loss of trades and the “productivization 

process” (the organized direction into productive 
labor of those formerly unproductive) have 
brought important results; but grave and very 
serious abnormalities also arose because of his- 
torical Jewish economic malformations.  Fifty- 
five thousand Jews were engaged in farming on 
the area of present day Russia before the time of 
the Soviet regime. Now there are 225,000-230,- 
000 Jews on ‘the land. This is encouraging 
enough, but Jews are still lagging behind the rest 
of the population. While less than 8% of the 
Jews live on farming, non-Jews are represented 
by over 70%, nine times as many. Mass transi- 
tion of Jews to agriculture came to an end in 1929. 
To-day new settlers can hardly replace those who 
are flocking back to the city. The Jewish sectors 
in Crimea and Ukraine have not yet been settled. 
Vast areas are waiting for Jewish cultivators. 
The natural increase of the Jewish population, 
both in the towns and on the farms, is absorbed 
by the constantly growing cities, so that the Toss 
on the farms can hardly be made up by a shift 
from the village to the farm. 
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The situation now is quite satisfactory, but the 
achievement is very insignificant compared with 
the plans of ten years ago and with the great 
dreams of agrarianization of 1925-1926. They 
have failed to establish a mode of life which can 
attach the young generation to the farm and pre- 
vent them from regarding life there as a 
personal tragedy. The large city feeds on both 
the Jewish town containing remnants of Jewish 
culture and traditions of the past and on the Jew- 
ish farm which could serve as a national basis for 
the future. 

Conditions for the city worker are also very 
satisfactory in Russia. Before the War there 
were on present Russian territory about 150,000 
Jewish workers. About 130,000 artisans were 
scattered in shops, and 10,000 worked in factories. 
The majority of Jewish workers were engaged 
in specific Jewish trades. At present, 300,000- 
325,000 Jewish workers are engaged in industry. 
Their number has thus been doubled. But the 
qualitative change is more significant than the 
quantitative increase. Jewish workers are however 
engaged in large and mechanized factories. In 
some factories 4,000-5,000 Jews are at work. The 
majority, however, find employment in factories 
engaging hundreds and thousands. On the rail- 
road, post, telegraph and in the coal mines the 
number of Jews is almost negligible, though on 
the increase. As to old Jewish trades, tailoring 
and shoemaking, Jews still form 2/3 to 3/4 of 
the workers in many factories. This is the situa- 
tion in Ukraine and White Russia. There we find 
compact masses of Jewish workers forming a 
sound basis for Jewish cultural activity, for the 
preservation of Yiddish and its future develop- 
ment. Jewish metal workers, too, are not scat- 
tered in negligible groups among the masses. On 
the contrary, they are concentrated 200 or 300 
strong in one place and form 14 to 1/3 of all the 
workers in a given factory. Together with the 
workers of other minorities they often constitute 
l/, of all the workers. This is only true in regard 
to the old “pale”. In central Russia their density 
is small, their percentage low, and the mass of 
workers is more homogeneous. 

Conditions of Government employees are alto- 
gether different. Here the abnormal structure of 
Jewish economy is conspicuous even under Soviet 
rule. Inherited Jewish skill in trade, the higher 
standard of culture coupled with a surplus of ur- 
ban alertness, were of great advantage under the 
favorable conditions offered by the Soviet Gov- 
ernment. Before the War there were about 150,- 
000 Jewish employees within the boundaries of 
Soviet Russia. Today there are over 400,000 
and together with members of the liberal profes- 
sions, also considered as employees, they constitute 
an army of over half a million. About 125,000 
belong to the liberal professions, which is 21/, 
times higher than before the War. 
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This huge body of public officials of Jewish 
origin together with the intelligentzia which forms 
a half of the whole Jewish population, became 
a carrier of large scale assimilation. In Jewish 
life in Soviet Russia it will perform approximately 
the same task as that which the Jewish business 
class and intelligentzia performed in Western 
Europe after their civil emancipation. 

The second abnormality is evident in the liberal 
professions. Most professionals are considered 
public employees, because all professors, most of 
the physicians, all lawyers, engineers, journalists 
and others are in State service. Among 500,000 
Jewish public officials over 100,000 (about 1/5) 
are professionals. Non-Jews have relatively three 
times less professionals than Jews. This class 
which stands high in cultural and ‘social life, na- 
turally draws more from among the Jews whose 
background and talent make them more eligible 
than their neighbors. Russian literature and edu- 
cation are crowded with Jews. The precentage 
of Jewish professors is as large as that of Jewish 
writers. It is true, however, that in the liberal 
professions Jews belong to the second and third 
ranks, although Pasternak was nearly crowned 
king of Russian poetry and Ehrenbourg and Babel 
have an honorable position in Soviet prose. Ex- 
actly the same was the case in Germany. Jews 
did not produce a Goethe, but gave many talents 
of a lower order. It took the Jews in civil Ger- 
many a century to become en masse professors, 
officials and outstanding men in the liberal and 
cultural professions. In Soviet Russia of course, 
progress has been more rapid. 

We will not discuss the other Jewish profes- 
sions, because these three categories—farmers, 
industrial workers and officials (including the 
liberal professions )—constitute over 80% of Jews 
in Russia. 

The problem arises again—which economic 
problem can Biro-Bidjan solve? 

The best proof that Biro-Bidjan is no longer 
solving the problem of the declassed is the fact 
that it is workers from factories and other pro- 
ductive projects who are sent to Biro-Bidjan. Here 
is a description of a group of settlers who passed 


through Moscow on June 23, 1934: 
Komenskaya group—t14 people: 4 builders, 2 unskilled 
workers, 1 tailor, 1 locksmith, 6 women and children. 
Minsk group—s: 1 technician, 1 builder, 1 dressmaker, 
2 unskilled. 
Saportchisha group—s: 2 builders, 1 locksmith, 2 de- 

dents. 

Rahamshava group—5: 5 builders. 
Bielozerkva group—21: 1 tinsmith, 1 wigmaker, 1 
locksmith, 2 shoemakers, 1 unskilled, 1 laundrywoman, 
1 furniture worker ( female), 1 matron, 12 women 
and children. (Emes: July 2, 1934) 


One can see that settlers who go to Biro-Bidjan 
include many locksmiths, blacksmiths, builders— 
from trades which were not very popular among 
Jews before and are not frequent even to-day. 
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Here is a letter from Kiev, September, 1934 in 
the Emes: 

“Requested from Biro-Bidjan were workers in the 
building trade (carpenters and mortar men)—50; 46 
were sent. Industrial workers (furniture workers, 
blacksmiths, tinsmiths) —30; 22 were sent. Unskilled 
—20; 22 were sent.” 

It is evident that not the declassed are being 
sent and not even men from proverbial Jewish 
professions—tailoring and shoemaking—whose 
economic position has been shaken. 

In an editorial in the Emes of the May roth, 
1934, the author confesses that “we cannot justify 
the attraction of Jewish masses from among the 
skilled workers to Biro-Bidjan by the need of 
shifting them to productive work, for this prob- 
lem has already been solved. A great part of 
those who go to Biro-Bidjan are experienced work- 
ers and skilled tradesmen who go to prearranged 
jobs of state importance.” 

It is our opinion that a discussion of the solution 
of Jewish economic problems through Biro-Bidjan 
would be useless. In fact, Kalinin never mentions 
these problems at all. Even in official decisions 
there is not a word about them. In articles of 
the Jewish Soviet press the shifting of Jews from 
trade to trade and the reconstruction of Jewish 
life are only slightly touched upon. 

However, in a speech before a workers’ dele- 
gation on May 28, 1934, Kalinin frankly dis- 
cussed the political and cultural importance of 
Biro-Bidjan. Concealing it in a deluge of words, 
the Jewish press spoke of a Socialist republic as 
the main goal and the necessity of strengthening 
the Far Eastern border, because of Japanese im- 
perialism. The non-Jew Kalinin, not the Jewish 
Communists, put the accent on the cultural prob- 
lem and the political representation of the Jewish 
nation. 

Here are some illustrations of how Jews and 
non-Jews write about Biro-Bidjan. Sprach, one 
of the active editors of Emes, writes in the issue 
of June 6, 1934: “A national-cultural self deter- 
mination is not compatible with the Soviet. There 
is no Soviet territorialism. This should be kept 
in mind. The national upbuilding of the Soviet 
Union is a direct result of the proletarian dictator- 
ship, of building a socialist classless society. . . . 
Only by distortion can comrades misinterpret the 
headline of an article in Emes—‘To a Jewish 
land’, and make it a slogan which is being realized 
in the light of the decision about an autonomous 
sector.” . 

The author further infers that making the 
phrase “To a Jewish land” a slogan, befogs the 
class nature of the national problem. He con- 
siders it taboo and blames the Tog from Vilna 
and the American writers for glorifying Biro-Bid- 
jan as a Jewish country. 

This is not the dominating conception of the 
Jewish Communists. Biro-Bidjan opinions are 
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legion. One can discover this by reading the dis- 
cussions. The same author quoted above tells 
that at the language conference at Kiev a respons- 
ible member of the Party characterized the Jew- 
ish autonomous area as “our Soviet Palestine”. 
There are individual members who claim that the 
creation of this area is nothing but territorialism 
realized in Soviet style. He asserts that this in- 
terpretation was purposely given to the area by 
Jewish Bundist Zionists and nationalist bourge- 
oisie. And he quotes a sentence from Stalin to 
the effect that a cultural and national self-deter- 
mination has an odor of Bundism and is, there- 
fore, taboo. 

Dimanstein, one of the oldest and most honest 
of the Jewish Communists and chairman of the 
Central Committee of the Gezerd deals with the 
problem in Emes, May 10, 1934. He emphasizes 
its importance for the densely settling reliable 
elements there. Dimanstein also quoted a pas- 
sage from Stalin about the importance of the 
“presence of a Jewish title among the state units 
of our country”, but he immediately adds that 
““we have to establish a socialist order in the Far 
East”. He writes further: ‘In the Jewish area 
there will be a possibility to develop a Jewish 
culture, because they will not be a minority”. But, 
why? He replies: “In order to struggle more 
successfully against nationalism and other harm- 
ful activities and deviations”. That is, it is neces- 
sary to assemble the Jews in one place in order 
to fight against their Jewishness. A very logical 
and sublime task, indeed. And Dimanstein admits 
that the upbuilding of such a sector brings to the 
fore once more the .question whether the Jews 
of Soviet Russia are a nation “in the scientific 
sense of the word”. 

These differences are characteristic of the whole 
Jewish Soviet press. They are distorting inter- 
pretations of facts; they are writing on a socialist 
vanguard, on a struggle against nationalism 
through the establishment of a Jewish republic, 
on the creation of a Jewish land in order to defeat 
territorialism and Zionism. These assumptions 
and similar arguments conjured out of the air, 
could be invented only by twisted minds and en- 
slaved souls. But how clear and frank, how truth- 
ful and sincere, how human, how fearless, straight 
and simple are the statements made by Kalinin. 

Before we listen to him we shall give the floor 
to those who are opposed to Biro-Bidjan and 
who ridicule the socialist guards and Jewish fort- 
resses in the Far East to protect Soviet Russia 
in the event of war. To be sure, these people 
have no chance to express themselves openly and 
we know their opinions only from the arguments 
of their opponents. In Emes, June 17, 1934, Edel- 
man writes: “We must crush and annihilate the 
tendencies of those of our comrades who do not 
appreciate the significance of establishing a Jew- 
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ish autonomous center. There are active comrades 
who are silent about this political fact, as though 
they fear falling into the arms of nationalism”. 
And Edelman expresses the idea that ‘‘a Jewish 
autonomous sector is one of the most effective 
weapons completely to liquidate the remnants of 
the Jewish national inequality”. This is territor- 
ialism pure and simple. He even says that “just 
as we cannot condemn the Germans scattered 
throughout Russia for their tendency to settle in 
their republic, we cannot criticize Jews who find it 
more convenient to live in the autonomous sector 
than in Jitomir or Skloff”. He says “if they find 
it more convenient” meaning that conditions of 
work may be more agreeable there than in Jitomir 
or Skloff; but he does not venture to say that a 
Jew may find it more pleasant to work and live 
in a Jewish environment, to create a Jewish cul- 
ture, to keep up his national life. This, you know, 
is forbidden, .. . 

Weinstein writes in Emes of June 24, 1934: 
“We often meet mockers who good-naturedly ridi- 
cule the upbuilding of a Jewish autonomous sector 
somewhere in the Far East, in an unsettled land, 
where some ten thousand Jews live at present. 
They laugh at this mission which sounds well in 
theory or for purposes of propaganda, but not in 
practice’. Weinstein scolds them and calls them 
“synagogue politicians”, deviators. He prophecies 
that Jewish workers will manage their economy 
successfully, that masses of workers and artisans 
will flock there and that they will establish a pure 
socialist state. Weinstein dreams not only about 
a Jewish culture of its own, but also about a Jew- 
ish economy. It is needless to point out that he 
did not make his ideas clear, and had he not been 
so careful in avoiding the expressions Jewish 
nation, Jewish culture, Jewish creation, he would 
have used lucid language. 

Now let us read Kalinin, the Russian worker, 
son of a Russian peasant, writing in Emes, May 
29, 1934: 

“Under the fundamentals of Soviet policy every 
nation will build the frame of a state within a definite 
territory. The rise of a national sentiment and the 
workers’ activity in every nationality have intensified 
the tempo of the economic and cultural upbuilding 
within the limits of the national autonomous unit. 
The Jews have never had these conditions and that 
places them in a somewhat different position from other 
nationalities.” 

Here Kalinin pointed out with great lucidity 
that Jewish landlessness places Jews in a peculiar 
condition. He speaks openly about a national sen- 
timent, about a Jewish state and a territorial 
frame. He does not fear saying that both a terri- 
torial frame and a nationalist sentiment are good 
and positive things. But with much more clarity, 
richness of content and firmness, he expresses him- 
self in his conversation with the workers’ delega- 
tion: 

(Emes, June 2, 1934:) ‘The creation of a Jewish 
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autonomous sector will give a sound foundation to 

the Jewish nation. By it the Jewish population will 

become unified and will acquire all the traits of a 

nation. The Jewish autonomous sector opens wide 

horizons for the blossoming of Jewish literature in the 
future. I think that ten years hence Biro-Bidjan will 
be the main cultural center of the Jewish working 
masses. The establishment of the Jewish autonomous 
sector will enable the concentration of large Jewish 

masses in the form of a state unit. It will raise to a 

higher level the realization of the cultural aspirations 

of these masses, and it will lay a healthy foundation 
for the economic and cultural development of the 

Jewish nation”. 

From these fragments it is evident that Kalinin 
does not believe in the possibility of a national 
development without a land and he aspires to 
create a cultural center for Jews, united by terri- 
torial boundaries and their own state; in a word, 
to create a cultural and political center. Kalinin 
adds: 

“The Jewish autonomous sector will participate in 
the Council of Nationalities through its representatives 
and also in the VZIK (the all-Russian central executive 
committee) and in the Council of the People’s Com- 
missars”’. 

Not a word was said about the building of a 
socialist republic, about placing a Jewish guard 
in the Far East, about intimidating Japan by col- 
onizing Biro-Bidjan with “reliable elements”. In- 
stead, a good deal has been said about Jewish 
culture, and granting political representation to 
Jews in the supreme political institutions of 
Soviet Russia. Kalinin was the first to outline this 
principle, to present it to the public and give it 
great significance in the unification of the Jewish 
nation. 

Although Kalinin’s conversation with the work- 
ers’ delegation covers four pages of Emes, it has 
not been given in full. It was slightly corrected 
in order to weaken the chauvinism of the non- 
Jew Kalinin and to soften the impression of his 
clear statements. The Jewish Communists are 
on the alert and they do not allow any nationalist 
deviations even by the highest representative of 
the Soviet State. In the Aufbau, the organ of 
the Biro-Bidjan adherents in Poland, December 
1934—half a year after Kalinin’s conversation— 
the notes of one of the participants in that conver- 
sation were published. Very interesting points 
were revealed. So said Kalinin: 

“I think that in ten years Biro-Bidjan will be the 
most important and perhaps the only guardian of Jew- 
ish socialist culture. Moscow, for instance, cannot 
preserve national diversities. What specific Jewish in- 

terests will a Jewish worker have after ten years in 
Moscow? Practically none. But Biro-Bidjan together 
with a great socialist upbuilding will have a real Jewish 
socialist culture. All those who appreciate it must give 
a hand to this undertaking and link themselves with 
Biro-Bidjan. I think that Jews will preserve their 
own characteristics in this Jewish sector much longer 
than in any other place. The establishment of the 
sector puts the Jewish nation on its feet. Moreover, 
it lays a Soviet foundation for the future existence of 
the Jewish nation and assists in determining its shape. 
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“The city cannot keep up a separate nationality. 
Biro-Bidjan as a state will enable the Jews to establish 
themselves both in industry and agriculture. Then, 
despite the inevitable assimilation of some Jews, a 
healthy Soviet Jewish nationality will emerge. 

“It is my conviction that henceforth the Jewish 
nation will constitute a formidable branch. It is still 
small to-day—some 8,000-10,000—but five years hence 
there will be 50,000 and 10-15 years later 100,000 and 
perhaps more. 

“We consider Biro-Bidjan a Jewish National State, 
where the Jew will feel 3-6 years hence just as the 
German feels in our union, knowing that there is a 
German republic; or as a Tartar who knows that there 
is a Tartar republic.” 

All these fragments show conclusively that ac- 


cording to Kalinin: 


The Jews assimilate in cities. 
2. It is worthwhile to preserve the existence 
of the Jewish nation and its culture. 


3. This is only possible in a territorialist 
center. 


4. That the political and cultural center will 
greatly influence the Jews remaining out- 
side of Biro-Bidjan. They will feel 
they are equal to other nations not on- 
ly socially, but also as a nation. 


5. This cultural center will also fructify 
Jewish culture throughout Soviet Russia. 


6. It is logical that only those should go to 
Biro-Bidjan to whom Jewish culture and 
a Jewish nation are dear. 


How different is all this from what has been 
written in Emes and how similar it is to what 
Ahad Ha’am wrote on a “spiritual center’ and 
a “political center”. Jewish Communists write: 
“We build not a ‘refuge’ for the ‘wandering Jew’, 
not a ‘national homeland’ for a ‘Galut nation’, 
but we are enriching the international fatherland 
of the international proletariat” (Emes, Decem- 
ber 18, 1934). But let us return to Kalinin. Kali- 
nin speaks about assimilation in Moscow, i.e. in 
Central Russia, where Jews are a negligible min- 
ority and are swept away by the old and rich Rus- 
sian culture. But what shall we do in Ukraine and 
in White Russia, where Jews, especially in the 
cities and the villages, form a large percentage 
and are surrounded by young and weak cultures? 
The Jewish cultural work throughout the Soviet 
union is degenerating and is losing position after 
position. Here are a few examples: 

“In Liemin there live 1500 Jews, most of them in 
one suburb. But all the reports of the Soviet were 
written in Ukrainian. The chairman of the Soviet 
Raikis who made these reports is a man who knows 
Yiddish. He was even very active among the Jewish 
workers, but he suddenly forgot his Jewish language. 
(Emes, December 26, 1934). 

“If we look at the trend in our schools we must 
state that not all is normal, especially when we refer 
to their development. What are the reasons? One 
opinion is that since we have straightened the party 





JEWISH FRONTIER 


line and enforced Yiddishization, quitting school be- 
came a natural process, 

“Of course, it is natural that many children who 
have a better command of Ukrainian or Russian should 
go to the Ukrainian or Russian schools. But now 
they look forward to those who quit our school, for 
no special reason, in order to liquidate the Jewish 
school altogether’ (same issue Emes, a letter from 
Homel). 


And here are some facts from Vinitza: Not 
only the librarians in Vinitza, but also responsible 
social workers think that there is no future for 
their activity. Comrade Margolies, secretary of 
the Party unit in the new factory which has 80% 
Jewish workers writes: ‘Such a basis exists no 
more in the factory. I asked 300 Jewish workers 
whether they knew how to read Yiddish. Only 
20% responded that they could, and all of them 
speak Yiddish’’. 


Goldony, a cultural worker in the factories of 
Vinitza, corroborates his story. ‘They consider 
cultural work as superfluous.’’ Shulman empha- 
sizes that “the children who quit the Jewish 
school are those who were forced into Yiddishiza- 
tion previously” (Emes, December 22, 1934). 

In honor of the elections in Vinitzia they pub- 
lished a newspaper. In this special issue there 
was not even one Yiddish line, although the Jew- 
ish workers form 80%. All the meetings are, 
of course, conducted in Russian. (Emes, Decem- 


ber 4, 1934). 


These fragments are enough to show 
how great is the impulse to follow slavishly 
the stronger majority language and how 
meager is the power of Jewish cultural workers. 
It is clear that what we have before us is assimila- 
tion. Emes finds many responsible for this state 
of affairs. One is guilty of a lockout, another is 
spiteful, the third is an ex-Zionist, the fourth is a 
liquidator, the fifth deviates to the left, the sixth 
deviates to the right, and, again, one is an ex- 
Hebrew teacher. But whoever does not fear to 
see the truth will understand that the fault is only 
in the fact of being a minority. 


Now to return to the question that we put at 
the beginning of the article: Why Biro-Bidjan? 
We have only one answer: in order to cure the sick 
Jewish national body. It is possible to understand 
it only from a national point of view. It is a 
different problem to ask whether Biro-Bidjan is 
the suitable country, whether it is possible under 
Soviet conditions to arouse national enthusiasm 
and readiness for sacrifice without which no great 
creation is feasible. All these are practical prob- 
lems with which I do not now deal. But the prin- 
ciple—the method—is correct, and it shows that 
all who think about the fate of Jews as a nation 
will find, perhaps against their will, only one way 
out: Territorialism, concentration in one land— 
“Zionism”. 
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THE CURSE: A Story 


GINISTER and silent, the man loomed up beside 
the captain as if he had risen out of the deck. 

“There’s a Jew on board!” he whispered. 

As the captain saw one of the crew in front of 
him, his face lost the desperate look it had worn 
when, leaning against the mast a moment before, 
he had gazed into the distance. 

Pedro, the cook, whose mouth under his sly red 
nose was more distorted by secrecy than by nature, 
repeated again in his piercing whisper: “A Jew 
on board!” 

Columbus, the Genoese captain, did not know 
Spanish very well, or at any rate no better than it 
suited his needs. To the flood of subservient, ob- 
sequious words, he answered in monosyllables, 
watching the man intently all the time. Did the 
insignificant Andalusian guess what his disclosure 
meant to the captain? Were others already put- 
ting their heads together to find what, Columbus 
feared, was behind the martyrdom of this endless 
accursed voyage? 

Pedro interlarded his fawning whispers with 
wild imprecations against the heretic, the enemy 
of God, who by perjury and hypocrisy had crept 
in among them. 

In his anxiety, the captain scarcely heard. How 
the spite and disdain of Heaven continually pur- 
sued him! Even the beautiful weather seemed a 
part of it, the beautiful weather which after the 
first stormy days had lasted now for weeks so that 
sea and sky seemed to blend together placidly in 
endless variations of blue. The sea was a spark- 
ling mirror, never stirring; by night it was a dark 
mysterious plain, strewn with moon and stars. 
Where was the land? Were the watery wastes 
bearing the ship onward to the chartless regions at 
the world’s edge? 

“What kind of idle chatter is that?” he de- 
manded of the cook. ‘Have you proofs?” 

Pedro strutted. He was not making it up out 
of his head. His bunk-mates had seen in the 
second mate’s duffle a fringed shawl such as these 
people use for prayer. And once they saw him 
stand facing the East a long time without stirring, 
moving his lips soundlessly. 

“In broad daylight?” demanded Columbus. 

“No, late at night. He thought that no one 
saw him.” But even that did not seem to convince 
the captain, to Pedro’s great amazement. Pedro 
had sworn among his boon companions that he 
was going to clear the matter up. They had a 
superstitious awe of the second mate because of 
his dark taciturn face, and above all because of 
the roll of parchment with its foreign letters which 
he carried with him. 
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“Tt’s he who’s making trouble!” Pedro tried 
another approach. “Wherever the malcontents 
gather together, he is there and they listen to 
him.” 

Columbus’ eyes darkened, He wanted to know 
how the man stirred up the crew, what he said 
to them. Pedro did not know exactly, or dared 
not say. But the captain was not to take it any 
the less seriously for that. Raising his voice, he 
adjured him: “As long as we have a Jew on 
board, we'll be off our course. Until we send the 
heretic where he belongs, the Holy Virgin will 
not let us behold India.” 

“You are hunting for trouble,” commented the 
captain smiling, but nevertheless, after a brief 
pause, he said, ‘Send him to me!” 

Guachino Perez of Burgos, the second mate, 
was a taciturn, haggard man, seasoned by long 
voyaging, who as a young man had run away 
from the University of Salmanca because of his 
thirst for adventure. 

The captain received him in his cabin. He had 
no wish for prying glances during the interview. 
Before he began he looked sharply and silently at 
the fellow. As an experienced sailor, did Gua- 
chino not have to admit that infallible signs 
pointed to their being near land? The dry wind, 
the small moving points on the horizon, which 
could only be sea-birds, even the actions of the 
ae, . .. 

Guachino did not comprehend why in this extra- 
ordinarily confidential conversation, the captain 
should repeat to him the same speech with which 
for days he had been trying to quiet the agitated 
crew. Suspiciously he weighed the captain’s voice 
and countenance. He had learned always to be ex- 
pectant. 

“If we do not sight land, in spite of all these 
signs and in spite of all our reckonings,” concluded 
the captain, “then there must be some supernatu- 
ral obstacle in our way.” He glanced sharply at 
the second mate. “Do you not think so too?” 

Guachino pondered. The purpose of the 
strange conference was coming to light. Guachino 
could scarcely believe his ears. The man actually 
was afraid that between him and his future title 
there loomed the curse of the Jews whose confis- 
cated property had been used to outfit the ships! 

Not a muscle moved in Guachino’s bony face. 
Columbus did not offer reasons for speaking to 
him of the dreaded curse of the Jews. He left 
Guachino no opening either to oppose him or to 
admit anything. 

“It would be quite possible,” he said gently, 
“that if we reached land, the persecuted and exiled 
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in Europe might find there a new home. The 
Jews, too. Amongst the heathen. Even the church 
wouid not oppose that. And so’ far as it was in 
my power—I would do nothing to hinder it” 

Guachino’s lips did not move. He knew that 
a word unuttered can never do more damage than 
a word that is said. It became clear to him that he 
was watched at night as he prayed, and that these 
men attributed magic power to the secret unfami- 
liar manner of the prayer. Perhaps the captain 
even thought that he, Guachino, had only shipped 
along with them on the voyage to aid in the ful- 
filling of the curse. 

“But if we don’t find land inside of three days,” 
cried Columbus wildly, because the Jew stood 
there so immovably, despite the captain’s concilia- 
tory air, “we'll have to turn back!” 

He had had to promise this to the crew, which 
was on the verge of mutiny. 

“But then—” his thought-furrowed face was 
distorted in unbelievable wildness, ‘then you will 
not be with us—” He drew himself up: ‘You 
will never touch solid ground again, unless it be 
the bottom of the ocean—that is, if the sea mon- 
sters on the way let you get so far as that.” 

“If we would bear to the west or the north- 
west,” said Guachino slowly and hoarsely, as men 
speak who seldom use their voices, ‘then perhaps 
we would soon sight land.” 


“So you know all about it—more than I,. more 
than all of us? Did Jehovah give you a sign?” 

“The wind, which carried some dust along with 
it, came from the West’, said Guachino firmly, 
with his decisive, unemphatic calmness. ‘Now it 
has died down. And the moving objects on the 
horizon, that were perhaps birds, have disappear- 
ed too.” 

“But India must lie further to the South.” 

“About India I do not know; but the land which 
is near us lies to the west.” 

“You have just invented this now.” The cap- 
tain laughed. ‘You are sure you don’t want to 
hoax me so you can stir up the crew against me? 
Not one of the mutineers has mentioned it. You 
told them something else again. You want only 
to confuse them, to stir up discontent, disaster.” 

Silently, to himself, Guachino said the Soruch, 
the prayer for use in time of great peril. That he 
had to say it bareheaded would, he felt, be for- 
given him under the circumstances. A heavy, op- 
pressive silence followed. 

“Well, have you thought it .over?’’ Columbus 
asked after awhile, in a more peaceable tone, as if 
he had laid before Guachino some well-defined 
proposition. “Or does revenge mean more to you 
than the future of your comrades, more than your 
life and theirs?” 

Should Guachino attempt to disprove the super- 
stitious nonsense? It would only be taken as an 
evasion. Since his secret devotion to his faith 
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was now revealed, he would surely be lost unless 
God performed a miracle, 

So he answered firmly, “I have never been 
guilty of a violation of duty; but from now on I 
will even more than usual do everything that lies 
in my power to prove my loyalty and to help our 
ships to reach their goal.” 

“Everything?” asked the captain menacingly, 
and his glance, it seemed, would pierce Guachino. 

“Everything.” 

There was no doubting the sincerity of his tone 
and his look. The captain was mollified and 
smiled a little, sarcastically. He knew very well 
that even if the Jew might want to sacrifice him- 
self for revenge, he would never sacrifice his com- 
rades. So much Columbus knew about the Jews. 

Not only Pedro the cook was disconcerted by 
the fact that this interview remained so completely 
without consequences (they had all expected some- 
thing else) but their awe of the pale second mate 
grew mightily when the captain issued an order .- 
to maintain during these three days the strictest 
discipline and the friendliest attitude, to commit 
no breach of comradeliness against anyone, no 
matter who it might be. 

The fact that the ships altered their course 
and now held to the west was hardly noticed, since 
all the men were only waiting for the captain to 
come to his senses and put the vessel about. That 
was why no one traced it back to the altered 
course when, on the morning of the third day, the 
cry ‘Land ho!” rang out on deck, and a frenzy of 
rejoicing broke out on the ships of the flotilla. 

When Columbus began the homeward voyage, 
he allowed only Guachino to remain behind. With 
him, he left tools, fishing tackle and a tent. He 
also took back a number of letters which Gua- 
chino probably addressed to illustrious Jews in 
Europe. 

The promising relationship which developed 
between Guachino and the gentle, childlike natives 
was suddenly shattered as the news filtered through 
that King Montezuma, the good, the holy, had 
been captured in his capital city by the strangers, 
—perhaps even killed. An Indian girl, whom 
Guachino had once rescued from a snake, stole 
into his tent one morning before dawn and offered 
to take him away secretly in a canoe by a safe 
route to a place on the coast where he could, un- 
noticed, join the white men’s ships; they had just 
come again. 

She did not understand why he did not wish to 
do so, and why for him this offered no escape 
from danger. 

No one believed Guachino when he said he 
was not a Spaniard—not even the priest whose 
stone knife tore the living heart from his body 
and let his blood flow through the altar channels 


_and so fall at last upon God’s warm earth. 
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A Psychological View 


of Anti-Semitism 


I 
’ 
WHEN does anti-Semitism arise? To answer 
this question it would be well to ask the 
opposite. When does anti-Semitism not arise? 
This can be definitely established. Anti-Semitism 
is weaker in those countries, populations and so- 
cieties in which Jews are not essentially different 
from the rest of the population and where they 
have, to a great extent, given up their character- 
istics and their self-consciousness, as in Italy or 
in the upper circles of English society. It is weaker 
also where the Jews are found in very small num- 
bers, as for example in the Scandinavian coun- 
tries. From this we can formulate “laws” active 
in the rise of any anti-Semitic movement: 

1) That the Jews of the country involved differ from 
the rest of the population in some noticeable manner— 
iN appearance, customs, religion, conception of the 
world, economic activity, group consciousness, etc. 

2)That they make up a certain percentage of the 
population. By statistical investigation one could cer- 
tainly determine empirically such an anti-Semitic 

“threshold” which must be passed before anti-Semit- 

ism arises. To these two laws must be added the most 

important: 

3) Anti-Semitism arises or becomes powerful when 
the group or people among whom the Jews live find 
themselves in a distressed condition, as after an un- 
successful war, after a civil war, during an economic 
depression, a famine or epidemic. Examples of this 
are to be found in contemporary Germany after the 
loss of the war, in France after the war of 1870-1871, 
in Poland during the post-war economic crisis, and 
more recently even in America during the great econ- 
omic depression. One must take account of this law 
before passing to the heart of the problem, to the 

estion of inner causes, of real reasons, of the signi- 

cance of anti-Semitism. 

As a rule people do not react altogether as di- 
rectly or as logically, as the rationalist school of 
thought might assume and, in fact, has assumed. 
It would be a direct reaction if A were slapped 
by B and returned the blow immediately, but peo- 
ple are seldom in a position to react so directly. 
They cannot return the blow immediately because 
he who struck it is not always present; he may be 
too far away or too important. Often one does 
not even know who is responsible for the blow. 
This example is to be taken figuratively for there 
may even be no one who can _be regarded, or at 
least recognized, as the immediate source of the 
blow. And yet it is psychologically necessary to 
return the blow one has received, to react in some 
way against the pain one has suffered. That 
means that someone must be struck who, despite 
his lack of responsibility for the blow or the pain, 
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is in some way especially qualified to suffer the 
reaction. This is an indirect reaction. We have 
learned from psychoanalysis that when someone 
suffers from agoraphobia it is not the result (as 
one might imagine if one were looking for direct, 
logical reactions) of an objectively justified fear 
of having an accident while crossing a large, open 
space. On the contrary, the motive is quite dif- 
ferent and is very indirectly connected with the 
result. It may be some remote experience of child- 
hood, some suppressed emotion, or some other 
similar cause. If we study anti-Semitism in this 
way we can arrive at a much more profound un- 
derstanding of it than was made possible by pre- 
vious theories. 
II 

HE credit for having studied anti-Semitism in 

this new way is shared by two men: Arnold 
Zweig who made a truly illuminating investigation 
of anti-Semitism in a series of essays which he 
wrote for the magazine Der Jude and later col- 
lected in his book Caliban, and F. Bernstein who 
gave a very wise and profound analysis of anti- 
Semitism in his book Der Antisemitismus als 
Gruppenerscheinung (Anti-Semitism as a Group- 
Phenomenon). Both writers use the concept of 
the group as their basis. A “group” can be de- 
fined as a number of people who because of com- 
mon descent, relationship, interests or goals, feel 
that they belong together so that a group-con- 
sciousness is created among them. A group is 
therefore a people, a party, a society, a family, 
etc. It seems then, and this is what these writers 
point out, that these groups play an important 
and fateful part in the reactions which I have 
called indirect. The “group” expands the I and 
also the You. It also makes it easier to be vain, 
for if I have no reason for vanity in myself I can 
be vain of Us, of some member of the club, the 
party, or some other group. The group also 
reduces one’s sense of responsibility. As part of 
a group one must bear only a part of the respon- 
sibility for one’s acts. But above all, the group 
increases the circle of those at whom, to return 
to the previous metaphor, we can strike back. It 
offers a great many possibilities to compensate 
through hate for a misfortune that has befallen 
us. It proves itself a factor that is especially 
suited for incorporation into the mechanism of 
action and reaction and Bernstein is right, there- 
fore, when he finds in this the special function of 
the group. From this point of view 7~'¢ and 
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Bernstein succeed in explaining anti-Semitism as 
a reaction of a group against a minority. 

I shall attempt a simplified analysis of anti- 
Semitism on the basis of my theory of “resis- 
tance” and “hysterical and creative reactions.” 
These can be regarded as a supplement and sum- 
mary of the new psychological interpretation of 
anti-Semitism. I have formulated my principle 
of the nature of anti-Semitism in the following 
sentence: Anti-Semitism is nothing but the hyster- 
ical reaction of a group to disturbances in its way 
of life. 

Let me explain this thesis. All development in 
human life, even in hature, shows this structure: 
impulses meet resistance. How does one react 
to these resistances against which impulses pile 
themselves? There are four types of reaction: 
negative, positive, hysterical, and creative. 


THE NEGATIVE REACTION. The resistance is 

avoided and the will yields. The impulse dies, lets 
itself be pushed aside. 
THE POSITIVE REACTION: The resistance is con- 
quered and the will is successful. The will is so strong 
or the resistance so weak that the will can become 
master. 

There are, however, certain resistances—and most 
of them fall into this group which cannot be fought 
in this direct manner. What happens then? The 
power of the impulse or the will piles up against the 
resistance. The will or the impulse is compressed, 
increases, gathers force, This condition may result 
in an explosion in some new direction. The resistance 
is not removed, but a new path is opened, something 
new is produced, a third element, as it were, that was 
contained in neither the impulse nor the resistance. 
This is the creative reaction. All the great contribu- 
tions of mind and spirit can, I believe, be attributed 
to this. Man cannot conquer his impotence against 
nature and the world, but he creates religion. He can- 
not conquer the strangeness among men, the isolation 
of the individual, but he creates language. He cannot 
solve the riddles of life, but he creates science. He 
cannot destroy evil by lamentation or perpetuate good 
by rejoicing, but he creates art. 

But the pressure of the impulse against the resistance 
can be released in another way. The boiler in which 
steam is confined can explode in a weak place, a vent 
can be opened thru which the repressed impulse can 
escape. This I call the HYSTERICAL REACTION. 
In CREATIVE REACTON the pressure is released by 
finding a way to create something new and valuable. In 
hysterical reaction the pressure is released by escaping 
along the path of least resistance, and this not only does 
not create something valuable but has a harmful, de- 
structive effect and reduces the totality of value in the 
world, I call this reaction hysterical because this train of 
events corresponds on the whole to the process which 
psycho-analysis has discovered accompanies the begin- 
ning of hysteria. In hysteria, too, some impulse—per- 
haps that of sex or of power—is ‘checked by some re- 
sistance and the suppressed or restrained impulse is re- 
leased by producing some pathological symptom: stut- 
tering, agoraphobia, compulsion neuroses, insomnia, etc. 
This hysterical symptom is the path of least resistance 
for the individual in this case and the result is com- 
pletely valueless, even harmful, because it reduces the 
happiness and-the creative activity of the individual. But 
when I speak of an hysterical reaction I want it under- 


JEWIsH FRONTIER 


stood that it differs in marked degree from real hys- 
teria. I am not referring to a disease or to an ab- 
normality. Hysteria in the true sense occurs when a 
pathological symptom which differs from the normal 
is present, but what I call hysterical reaction is, un- 
fortunately, a completely normal phenomenon. If one 
may put it so, it is the hysteria of the normal. This 
is the sort of reaction we meet so often and that is 
responsible for all the little irritations and hates of daily 
life, for the vanities and discontents, the unrests and 
nerves, but also for a good part of the “big” evils of 
the world. Take these two typical cases from daily 
life as examples. The employer who has had a quarrel 
at home will let off steam by tyrannizing over his em- 
ployees. There is also the woman whose married life 
is unhappy and who therefore torments her maid. 
In both cases an impulse which is hemmed in by some 
resistance escapes along the path of least resistance 
The least resistance is offered by the maid and the 
employees. ' 


III 
ANTISEMITISM is based on the same mech- 


anism. Who offers the least resistance to 
the nations? That people which lives among them 
and is clearly, in some cases even strikingly, dif- 
ferent, which is always a minority and never sov- 
ereign, which has no home and can be persecuted 
with impunity—the Jews. 

We call to mind that in our sociological con- 
sideration of anti-Semitism we laid down the prin- 
ciple that a crisis must exist in a group before 
anti-Semitism will arise. We now have the ex- 
planation. The crisis is nothing but a resistance 
which opposes the natural course of development 
of the people in question. A nation, like an in- 
dividual, wants to live and be happy. If this 
impulse is disturbed by a crisis, we find piling up 
that which we have already discussed and which 
leads to an hysterical reaction. One seeks an 
escape, a vent, a way out, a path of least resis- 
tance, a scapegoat, a “maid”, and the most suit- 
ble object, that which offers the least resistance, 
that which is always present and always available, 
is the Jew. Here is the significance of anti-Semi- 
tism. If one were to ask why the Jews are espe- 
cially suitable as the objects of hysterical reaction 
the answer is to be found in what has already 
been said about them as a minority people. 

Previous theories of anti-Semitism were noth- 
ing but evasions, disguises or palliations, although 
in part they tended in the same direction and 
offered support. In the final analysis the house- 
wife can cite a great many faults in the maid. But 
that is not the real point. In the same way the 
nations have invented all sorts of theories about 
the Jews and the Germans have built up a whole 
science of anti-Semitism. But that is all trimming. 
The germ of the anti-Semitic reaction is to be 
sought in something more elemental than scien- 
tific argument. It is based on a psychological law 
that is anchored deep in the soul of man as a mem- 
ber of a group, a people, or even a mob. 

We may draw certain conclusions from these 
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facts. One must not regard anti-Semitism only 
as the accompaniment of a lack of culture. One 
must not believe that anti-Semitism will disappear 
with the progress of enlightenment and the de- 
velopment of civilization. One must not, i: the 
unconscious expectation that it will destroy anti- 
Semitism, attach oneself to every new movement 
that springs up. Every such new movement has 
had this effect on the Jews—democracy, liberal- 
ism, socialism, communism—from all these the 
Jews have expected the solution of the Jewish 
problem and all these have disappointed them. 
Advances in civilization will not wipe out anti- 
Semitism because they do not go deep enough. 
They may, perhaps, civilize its external expres- 
sions and acts, they can improve its manners and 
give it more humane forms, but essentially it will 
remain the same as long as human psychology re- 
mains unchanged. Changes in psychological laws 
are perhaps not impossible and we even believe 
them probable, but the length of the periods in- 
volved are quite different from those within which 
we used to expect the disappearance of anti-Semi- 
tism. It is therefore a mistake to believe, as do 
those organizations that attempt to prevent anti- 
Semitism, that it can be fought by enlightenment 
and reason. Of course this method has value and 
there is no question but that it does much good. 
It can make the path of anti-Semitism more diff- 
cult, can hinder it in many ways and even change 
it; here and there it can even find real success, but 
it does not go to the root of the problem. 
For this method, too, is based on ‘the liberal- 
optimistic view that anti-Semitism can _ be 
made to disappear by education. This view is 
false. Anti-Semitism is anchored so deep in the 
unconscious that it is impossible to “talk it away.” 
One cannot teach reactions of the unconscious, 
nor preach sermons against hysterical impulses, 
nor reason with psychological laws. The ques- 
tion, therefore, is still unanswered. What shall 
we do about anti-Semitism ? 
IV 
NE is conquered by anti-Semitism, put to 
flight, the fight is given up and one surren- 
ders. There are enough concrete forms of sur- 
render that can be adopted. One is baptism and 
the denial of Judaism. Another is baptism of 
one’s children and the attempt to disappear as 
quickly and with as little notice as possible into 
the mass of the nation. Our Jewish life is full 
to the brim with hysterical reactions to anti-Semit- 
ism. Many Jewish characteristics for which 
Jews are censured are nothing but hysterical reac- 
tions to anti-Semitism. Imitativeness, snobbery, 
uncertainty, compensatory reactions in every field, 
in politics, in art, in science, in society, in daily 
life. There is an attempt to compensate for the 
inferiority which Jewishness is felt to be by exag- 
gerated activity in other fielde That accounts 
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for the radicalism in almost every field into which 
it is possible for Jews to come. Some examples 
of hysterical reactions of Jews to anti-Semitism 
are chauvinism among strangers, the well-known 
Jewish anti-Semitism which ranges from hatred of 
Jews by Jews to the attitude of those anti-Semitic 
leaders who are themselves of Jewish descent; all 
sorts of attempts at assimilation, impotent fear 
of one’s own faults, betrayal of one’s ideals, com- 
promise with strange ideals and seeing through 
strange eyes, servility or impudence; being too 
quiet or too loud. In the face of the difficulties 
into which anti-Semitism on the part of others has 
forced them, Jews react in no way differently than 
do those others who react to a difficulty by becom- 
ing anti-Semitic. There is, however, also a cre- 
ative reaction to anti-Semitism and that should be 
our goal: to create out of the dficulty and tor- 
ment into which anti-Semitism casts the Jew, some- 
thing new, valuable, complete; to oppose to the 
attack of anti-Semitism neither fear nor counter- 
attack, neither tears nor arguments, but rather 
an ethical act on the part of Judaism. 

There are tendencies to such a reaction in Juda- 
ism, and Zionism is to be considered the most 
characteristic of these. Even if it does not, in 
political realization, always remain true to the 
essence of its existence, that essence itself remains 
true—it is the creative act. It is not difficult to 
show that in structure and essence Zionism has 
the marks which we must regard as typical ele- 
ments of every creative reaction. They are: 

1) something new is created, 

2) something valuable is created, « 

3) something is created which causes an ethical revo- 

lution in the creator himself. | 

In what way does Zionism react to anti-Semit- 
ism? Not by closing its eyes nor by trying to 
follow an ostrich policy, not by running away nor 
by yielding, not even by believing it possible to 
put an end to anti-Semitism or to conquer it, cer- 
tainly not by opposing to it a sense of uncertainty 
or inferiority, but by creating something new and 
valuable, the revival of the Jewish people. 

A people whose life has been a form of hiberna- 
tion suddenly reveals a new will to live, has the 
spirit to continue its heroic age and tries, regard- 
less of the material advantage of the individual 
and regardless of political probability a new, real 
existence under new conditions of their own mak- 
ing. This is actually something new. Certainly 
it by no means corresponds to the directions of 
the anti-Semitic attack which would have a degrad- 
ing, devaluating effect. Nor does it correspond 
to the previous life and will to live of the Jewish 
people. It is a new will to live. The concept 
“Zion” which was always alive among the Jews 
is given new content. The return to Eretz Israel 
is not a mechanical return but a new creation as 
a social, cultural and human phenomenon. What 
we created in this way, is valuable. The totality 
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of value in the world is increased if a people, 
close to losing its ability to create culture, regains 
that ability—if a new literature, a new art, a new 
moral and religious life are given impetus. But 
these things have an effect also on the creators of 
all this. The reaction restores and regenerates 
them. It puts an end to the false sense of inferior- 
ity as well as to the unjust sense of superiority. 
It creates security without the necessity for retire- 
ment, pride without vanity. For that reason the 
Zionist can look at anti-Semitism calmly and with- 
out hysterical excitement. The Zionist has the 
strength to recognize his own faults and the ability 
to correct them, but he has also the courage to 
value his merits. That is why it is his highest 
goal and the end of all his efforts to find a way 
by which he can give life and strength to his 


Moses Hess 


HEN Moses Hess died in Paris in 1875, 
, representatives of the European proletariat 
gathered round his grave to honor him as the 
“father of German Communism.” No Zionist 
district sent a delegate to hail Hess as the “‘fath- 
er” or at least “grandfather” of modern political 


Zionism for the very good reason that he had - 


anticipated political Zionism by some twenty-five 
years. 

How significant a figure Hess was in the social- 
ist movement of his time can be judged from the 
fact that the “Communist Manifesto” devoted 
several valuable pages to excoriating the theories 
of Hess, who had converted Engels to commun- 
ism and had influenced Marx. The amount of 
vitriol he rated in the great communist classic is 
a good indication of his importance. His own 
generation viewed him primarily as a socialist 
theoretician and leader. His pioneer formula- 
tion of Jewish nationalism was hardly noticed by 
his contemporaries. Time, however, has reversed 
his role. Only students of the history of social- 
ism know the name of Moses Hess. In the his- 
tory of Jewish nationalism the opposite has been 
true. The reputation and influence of Moses 
Hess has kept pace with the development of Zion- 
ism. His title to fame is two-fold. He was one 
of the earliest proponents of political Zionism— 
his “Rome and Jerusalem” appeared in 1862; 
Herzl’s Judenstaat in 1895. Still more impor- 
tant, he was the first Jewish socialist to view Jew- 
ish nationalism not as an expression of bourgeois 
reaction, but as a means of revolutionary ful- 
fillment. 

Moses Hess was born in Bonn, Germany, in 
1812, in a period of intensive assimilation. The 
“enlightenment” precipitated by Mndelssohp ‘~ 
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merits, his abilities and his talents in a sc-iety that 
is suited to him and on a soil that belongs to him. 
The structure of such a culture will correspond 
to his physical and psychic talents just as it will 
confirm and develop his fate and his past in a new 
direction. This theory of reaction therefore shows 
anti-Semitism in a new, perhaps even a consoling 
light. It is no longer a sinister, isolated event but 
is articulated into the subconscious of human life. 
This theory also shows how the Zionist reaction 
to historic misfortune could turn it into his- 
toric good fortune. Anti-Semitism derives no 
credit from this, of course. It is and remains an 
hysterical reaction on the part of a nation, but 
if Jews succeed in reacting creatively to this hys- 
terical reaction, then they solve the basic prob- 
lem that life sets us: to give meaning to fate. 


® By Marie Syrkin 


the 18th century had resulted in a steadily grow- 
ing impulse to shed the disabilities of Judaism 
through conversion, or thorough-going assimila- 
tion. When one reviews the list of Hess’ great 
Jewish contemporaries—Marx, Heine, Boere, 
Lassalle—one realizes how completely rational- 
ized the trip to the baptismal font had become for 
the intellectual Jews of his generation. It was 
the inescapable, logical solution, viewed as a nat- 
ural act of religious and social emancipation. 
Franz Mehring, the biographer of Marx, praises 
the foresight of Heinrich Marx (the father of 
Karl) in renouncing Judaism, and characterizes 
conversion in flattering terms: “For many a 
decade the adoption of Christianity was an act of 
civilized progress for the freer spirits of Ju- 
daism.”” One must bear in mind the increasing 
frequency of this “act of civilized progress,” par- 
ticularly among the “freer’’ radical circles, fully 
to appreciate the unique role played by Hess 
among the advanced liberals of his time. Those 
Jewish socialists who stopped short of baptism, 
found refuge from their oppressive Jewishness 
in a Utopian ‘“‘cosmopolitanism” which by making 
all men brothers in the class-struggle conveniently 
disposed of irksome problems of race and nation. 

Hess’ earliest intellectual interest was philoso- 
phy. In 1834, at the age of 25, while greatly 
under the influence of Hegel and Spinoza, he 
published ‘The Holy History of Humanity,” a 
work in which he developed his fundamental con- 
ception of the philosophy of history; human his- 
tory is a holy process of development, having as 
its goal a state based on righteousness. In 1841, 
he published ‘The European Triarchy” which ad- 
vocates the union of France, England and Ger- 
many in 2 United States of Europe. In this work, 
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Hess’ particular approach to history and nation- 
alism is felt still more markedly. He advocates 
no ordinary political alliance for purposes of 
strategic advantage or the balance of power. Each 
nation has a special genius—Germany, the spirit 
of contemplation; France, the spirit of revolution, 
England, practical political sense. Through 
union, these individual national essences will 
strengthen and complement each other for the 
betterment of humanity. 

In 1840, to redeem the wrong inflicted by so- 
ciety, Hess married a gentile prostitute. At that 
time, Hess was still not actively interested in the 
Jewish problem. He even had gone so far as to 
advocate inter-marriage as the only practical so- 
lution for the Jewish question. 

Hess was already engaged in the revolutionary 
movement of Germany. He became one of the 
leading socialist propagandists of his time. He 
collaborated with Marx and Engels on Die 
Rhenishe Zeitung’, and was a constant contribu- 
tor to other socialist and communist publications. 
For his participation in the revolutionary strug- 
gle of 1848, Hess was condemned to death and 
had to flee to Paris. While in Paris, he began 
that study of natural sciences, particularly anat- 
omy, anthropology and ethnology which led him 
to the problem of nationalism. At no time how- 
ever, did he withdraw from active propaganda as 
a socialist. Though his relations with Marx and 
Engels became strained after the publication of 
the Communist Manifesto, he continued to be a 
leading figure in the work of the International. 
He worked with Lassalle in founding the Allge- 
naime Deutsche ArbeiterVerein. ‘Till his death 
in 1875, one catches glimpses of him in the midst 
of the struggle: 

He is one of the three German delegates at the 
Third Congress of the International held in Brus- 
sels in 1868. He is engaged in a polemic with 
Bakunin after the fourth Congress of the Socialist 
International in Basle—a polemic which provokes 
the great Russian revolutionist to an attack on 
“German Jews.” Arnold Ruge, who dubbed him 
“Communist Rabbi Moses”’ has left a picture of 
him in his correspondence. ‘‘Hess is a long, lean 
man with an amiable expression and a neck some- 
what like a rooster’s. His grey cowl completes 
his priest-like appearance.” And he apostrophizes 
him mordantly enough “Mr. Le Bourgeois, Ma- 
yor of the Community of the Future, Rabbi of 
All Queerducks”—Ruge, like Marx, was worried 
by Hess’ idealistic and philosophic “‘cobwebs”’. 

Sidney Hook (‘“‘Karl Marx and Moses Hess”’) 
has given a clear exposition of the ideological 
differences between Marx and Hess. According 
to Hess, socialism was not a question of bread 
alone, but of moral values, the dignity of the 
human spirit. Communism was the law of love 
applied to social life. The “true socialists” pro- 
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tested against those who believed communism was 
solely the concern of the proletariat. They pro- 
tested against those who over-emphasized the force 
of economic interests. For the class-struggle they 
substituted the humanitarian appeal to culture, 
social justice—to ideal rather than material mo- 
tives. The struggle for human freedom and so- 
cial security must be waged not in the name of 
the proletariat, but in the name of humanity. 

One can readily see how this idealistic “true 
socialism” won from Marx the kindly designation 
(Communist Manifesto) “speculative cobwebs, 
embroidered with flowers of rhetoric, steeped in 
the dew of sickly sentirnent”’ because it was mis- 
takenly concerned with Truth and Man in gen- 
eral, rather than with the proletariat. Curiously 
enough, by the time the “Communist Manifesto” 
appeared, Hess’ views had undergone a change. 
He abandoned “true socialism” and considered 
himself a faithful Marxian—that is, economic, 
rather than philosophic, socialist. For this rea- 
son the attack on him by Marx becomes difficult 
to understand. It becomes further incomprehen- 
sible when one learns that the three preliminary 
drafts of the “Communist Manifesto”’ were com- 
posed by Marx, Engels and Hess, respectively. 
Hess’ change of heart was not taken seriously by 
Marx, perhaps with reason. Much later, in 
“Rome and Jerusalem’? Hess was to make the 
heretical, un-Marxian statement that the race 
struggle, rather than the class-struggle, was pri- 
mary. 

What finally caused Hess, caught in the vortex 
of the “‘international socialism” of his time, to 
develop a sense of Jewish nationalism? In 1840, 
the ritual murder case of Damascus aroused 
Jewry somewhat as the Kishineff pogroms, or the 
Dreyfus case, or the Nazi persecutions did sub- 
sequently, 

Moses Hess was stirred to a sudden Jewish 
consciousness. Writing in ‘Rome and Jerusalem” 
twenty-five years later, he relates “Then it 
dawned upon me for the first time, in the midst 
of my socialistic activities that I belong to my 
unfortunate, slandered, despised and dispersed 
people. And already, then, though I was greatly 
estranged from Judaism, I wanted to express my 
Jewish patriotic sentiment in a cry of anguish 
but it was unfortunately immediately stifled in 
my heart by a greater pain which the suffering 
of the European proletariat evoked in me.” It 
is interesting to compare this reaction, with the 
outburst of the school-boy Lassalle who recorded 
in his diary on May 21, 1840 “A people which 
endures this, is terrible. It should avenge or suf- 
fer this treatment. . . . Cowardly people, you 
deserve no better fate . . . you do not know how 
to die, to destroy, you do not know just ven- 
geance—to perish with your foe—You are born 
to be slaves.” 
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Nevertheless, “the suffering of the European 
proletariat” engaged the undivided attention of 
Lassalle till his death, and of Hess till 1862, 
when he published “Rome and Jerusalem.” Not 
that Hess’ Jewish consciousness could remain 
wholly dormant. There were the innumerable 
occasions when his socialist comrades, even Marx, 
referred contemptuously to that “Jew” Hess. 
There was the letter from Nicholas Becker, au- 
thor of “They shall not possess it, the free Ger- 
man Rhine.” In an outburst of patriotic emo- 
tion, Hess had sent a musical composition to the 
German poet, only to receive a chilly, formal 
reply with “You are a Jew” written in a dis- 
guised script, on the back. There was the con- 
stant pressure of German anti-Semitism, directed 
with equal virulence against the loyal veterans of 
the “War of Liberation”’, the “enlightened” Jews 
who strove to become “wholly Germanized” or 
the orthodox observers of the faith. 

Hess himself states that his interest in nation- 
alism finally took form due to his scientific studies 
of race—a study to which he devoted himself 
after his exile to Paris. This interest was 
strengthened by modern national movements such 
as the Italian war of liberation. He became con- 
vinced of “the ultimate disappearance of any par- 
ticular race dominance and the necessary regen- 
eration of all oppressed peoples.” Naturally 
enough the problem of the Jewish people began 
to absorb his chief intellectual energy. His con- 
clusions appeared in “Rome and Jerusalem.” 

“Rome and Jerusalem” is a curious work. Its 
great virtue is the daring and imagination, as well 
as shrewd political vision with which it approaches 
the Jewish question. At the same time it is a 
strange combination of philosophical theorizings, 
science, quaint sentiment and rhapsodic enthusi- 
asm. It is impossible to estimate the book at its 
true worth unless one understands the background 
from which it sprang, and the forces against 
which it was directed. 

The first problem of Hess, as a socialist, was 
to demonstrate that nationalism could be a pro- 
gressive and not a reactionary force, that true 
internationalism meant not a standardized cos- 
mopolitanism but an opportunity for the free and 
harmonious development of the races and nations 
which constitute the human family. He was the 
first socialist of his day to attempt a reconcilia- 
tion of nationalism with the theory of commu- 
nism. His second problem, after demonstrating 
that the Jews were a nation whose spirit was ex- 
pressed in Judaism and not merely a religious 
persuasion, was to evaluate the special racial ge- 
nius of the Jewish people. He fitted his trenchant 
analysis of both questions into a theoretical frame- 
work, consisting of a philosophy of history largely 
derived from Hegel. 


Against his advocacy of nationalism were ar- 
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rayed the “class-struggle” zealots and the broth- 
erhood-of-man humanitarians. One must remem- 
ber this in order to realize how essentially orig- 
inal and revolutionary many of his apparent com- 
monplaces are. The background becomes still 
more important ‘for an adequate comprehension 
of his hyper-fervid insistence on the exalted char- 
acter of Judaism and the sanctity of its national 
mission. The leading German intellectuals of his 
day had evaluated Judaism. The philosopher 
Feuerbach had dubbed Judaism as “the religion 
of egoism.... The Jew is indifferent to every- 
thing which is not directly related to his own 
welfare.” Bruno Bauer, in an exposition which 
won the praise of Marx, had expounded the doc- 
trine that the essence of Judaism was animal cun- 
ning, and that Jews had always opposed historical 
progress. Marx himself, had diagnosed Judaism 
as an anti-social element whose secular cult was 
buying and selling, and whose secular God was 
money. 

Such were the reasoned verdicts not of the ig- 
norant fanatics, but of the liberal intellects of the 
period—men whose contributions to philosophy 
and sociology had influenced Hess profoundly. 
In the light of this absolute condemnation, one 
begins to understand the passion of Hess’ praise. 
What would otherwise appear as uncritical rhe- 
toric becomes plausible when viewed as a chal- 
lenge and vindication. 

Hess believes that humanity is a living organ- 
ism of which peoples and races are members. Each 
race, because of its special characteristics, has a 
special part to play in history. The particular 
endowment of each race type can only be ful- 
filled through the national regeneration of the 
various oppressed peoples. He distinguishes be- 
tween true nationalism which consists in the de- 
velopment of a particular racial culture and the 
false nationalism of modern states which is based 
on private property. ‘‘Anti-national humanitari- 
anism is just as unfruitful as the anti-humanitarian 
nationalism of mediaeval reaction.” True hu- 
manitarianism demands that the various races 
live “not only in friendly fashion with one an- 
other, but live each for the other preserving at 
the same time their particular race identity.” 

Hess’ conception of the individual worth of 
every race develops naturally not only from his 
ethnological studies, but from his general philoso- 
phy of history. History, as well as natural sci- 
ence, has exact laws, a plan according to which it 
develops. We can determine the principles gov- 
erning the phenomena of the organic world ex- 
perimentally, but we can only infer the laws gov- 
erning the social progress of man intuitively, be- 
cause humanity, as a social organism, is still in 
the process of growth. Here Hess introduces his 
curious term “the Sabbath of History.” Nature, 
the organic world, has had its Sabbath. The com- 
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pleted creation of the natural world was cele- 
brated symbolically by the “natural Sabbath”. 
After seeing that it was good, God rested on the 
seventh day. But history, the social world of 
man, has yet to celebrate its Sabbath. Man has 
yet to see that his way of life is good. “The 
historical Sabbath will begin only after the com- 
plete development of social life, after the crea- 
tion of a harmonious social organization in which 
production and consumption will be in a state of 
equilibrium.” 

And who is to usher in the final Messianic 
epoch when man’s spiritual and ethical develop- 
ment will reach completion, just as his physical 
development has already done. Hess has no 
doubts about that. The Indo-Germanic races, 
writes Hess, view the world as eternal being; the 
Semitic races, as becoming. Here we have the 
classical antithesis between the calm, plastic spirit 
of Greece and the restless creative spirit of the 
Hebrew. ‘The special field of operation of the 
Jewish genius is the social sphere.” Judaism is 
not ‘‘anti-social”. On the contrary “the national- 
humanitarian essence of the Jewish historical re- 
ligion is the germ out of which future social crea- 
tion will spring.” The Jewish mission, which 
began with great religious creation, will not end 
till humanity has reached its highest form of so- 
cial development. Judaism is not concerned with 
the salvation of the individual. It is concerned 
with the salvation of mankind. Judiasm links the 
individual, the faraily, the nation, all humanity, 
into an integrated whole whose noblest expres- 
sion will be found in “the coming regenerated 
state of human society.” The special calling of 
the Jew is to convey to the world “revelations 
affecting the social life-sphere,” which is an ele- 
gant way of formulating the familiar charge “‘All 
Jews are reds.” 

Hess’ view of the Jewish mission as a race 
leads him directly to Zionism. National regen- 
eration must precede social redemption. In order 
to participate adequately in the revolutionary 
struggles of humanity, the Jewish people must 
have its own fatherland. With prophetic vision 
Hess speaks of future conditions in the Orient 
which will permit the restoration of a Jewish 
State in Palestine. The political situation, he 
writes repeatedly, demands the establishment of 
Jewish colonies at the Suez Canal and on the 
Banks of the Jordan. France, the great revolu- 
tionary nation, is interested in the road to India, 
and will assist the Jews. Outside of the slight 
error in regard to France, Hess’s calculations 
have proven to be remarkably accurate. 

Hess even had a plan of settlement. A coop- 
erative association would be formed which would 
regulate conditions between capital and labor to 
ensure a just social system. In Palestine, Jews 
would return to productive labor. ‘A common 
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national soil is a primary condition, if there is to 
be introduced among the Jews better and more 
progressive relations between capital and labor.” 
Some of the phraseology used by Hess is so amaz- 
ingly modern in tone that it sounds like a leaflet 
issued by the Histadrut. The Jewish situation in 
Palestine must be adjusted “on the foundation of 
labor” and along conceptions of “‘social justice.” 

When the national regeneration of Jewry takes 
place “our people, with other historical peoples, 
will find its legitimate place in universal history.” 
In the Orient, its calling will be “to be a living 
channel of communication between three conti- 
nents. You will be the bearer of civilization to 
the primitive people of Asia.” Regenerated on 
its own soil, the Jewish people will be able to 
fulfill the mission appointed it By history—to 
usher in a new social order. 

When the main threads of Hess’ thought are 
disentangled from the sentimentality and enthusi- 
asms which frequently obscure it—his almost 
maudlin digressions on the noble revolutionary 
French people, spiritual kin of the Jews, are a 
case in point—one finds that he has made several 
original contributions toward the definition of 
Jewish nationalism. 


His insistence on a Jewish nation at a time 
when it was customary to speak of the Jewish 
faith; his belief that race formed social institu- 
tions (therein he differed from Marx); his spe- 
cific evaluation of the revolutionary character of 
the Jewish people; his advocacy of a Jewish State 
in Palestine based on productive labor, remain 
vital and stimulating conceptions, even if one dis- 
counts his Sabbath of History or his high-flown 
view of the exalted mission of Jewry. 


Viewed as propaganda rather than philosophy, 
“Rome and Jerusalem” becomes one of the most 
eloquent pleas for Jewish nationalism in Zionist 
literature. It is far more moving in style and 
bolder in vision than Herzl’s Judenstaat which 
enjoys a greater popularity. In Zionist text-books 
it is customary to group Hess, with Pinsker, Smo- 
lenskin and several others as a forerunner of 
Zionism. The terminology is hardly accurate. 
Herz] caught the imagination of his age with a 
more trivial idea and a more dynamic personal- 
ity, but in “Rome and Jerusalem” Hess explicitly 
formulated the basic theory of political Zionism. 
He went further than that. Through his con- 
ception of the socialist character of Judaism he 
laid the foundation for Socialist-Zionism. 





THEATER PARTY FOR "LET FREEDOM RING", 


TUESDAY EVENING, FEBRUARY 4th AT THE 
CIVIC REPERTORY THEATER, 6th AVENUE AND 
14th STREET, NEW YORK CITY, SPONSORED 


BY AVUKAH, HECHALUTZ, YOUNG POALE 
ZION ALLIANCE, PHONE MURRAY HILL 4-3429. 














26 


JEWIsH FRONTIER 


LABOR & BOOKS 


REVOLUTIONARY vs. CONSERVATIVE TACTICS 


HE classic two-volume history of Labor in the United 
States (up to 1896) by Professor Commons and 
his associates has been followed by two recent volumes 
written by his associates at the University of Wisconsin 
bringing the history down to 1932. The third volume by 
D. D. Lescohier and Elizabeth Brandeis gives the factual 
basis in working conditions and labor legislation on which 
in part is based the fourth volume, Labor Movements, by 
Selig Perlman and Philip Taft." The authors of the fourth 
volume wisely treat the labor movement as a general de- 
velopment arising out of the policies, the gains, retreats and 
losses of several international unions in important industries, 
For this reason, the book, while close-knit and difficult to 
read, is of immensely greater value than general treatments 
of the American Federation of Labor, even when they are 
excellent’ or general discussions which do not take account 
of the special factors in each union, industry and locality, 
as well as of general conditions in the country. 

Drs. Perlman and Taft distribute equally their praise and 
criticism among conservative and progressive unions, s0- 
called. The line between “progressive”, ‘“‘militant’” and 
“revolutionary” unionism may seem shadowy in the minds 
of outsiders who may often mistake as “revolutionary” a 
movement which is Utopian. The authors of this book 
make quite clear their conclusion that revolutionary union- 
ism in the United States has been and is likely to continue 
to be unsuccessful; and by “revolutionary unionism” they 
mean unionism which raises or is suspected of raising the 
banner of a basic change in the system of private property 
ownership, by a test case or strike in a particular industry 
or locality. 

The question of how far and in what manner strikes 
should be conducted is one which has been the subject of 
even more discussion within the trade union movement than 
that of structure and organization in craft or industrial 
unions. The two questions are not entirely separate. They 
were one in the Pullman strike of 1894 and in other con- 
flicts. But in the Seattle (1919) and San Francisco (1934) 
general strikes, the craft union form did not seem to present 
unity of action, any more than it did in the New York 
waterfront dispute of last year, when longshoremen and 
teamsters, separately organized, struck together. 

As we go to press, this question is as alive as the problem 
of method of organization. It arises in the maritime in- 
dustry, both on the Pacific and on the Atlantic coast as a 
consequence of the longshoremen’s strike of 1934 in San 
Francisco, which culminated in the general strike in that 
city. Atlantic coast seamen are protesting the authority of 
their international union in preventing them from striking 
for wages which equal those of the Pacific Coast seamen. 
In San Francisco, the voluntary Martime Federation, com- 
posed of unions within the A. F, of L. and dominated by 
Bridges, the central figure in the 1934 strike, threatens the 
authority of both the international longshoremen’s union 
and the seamen’s union as well as of other transport organi- 
zations. The international heads consider that the activities 
of Bridges and those under his infiuence are dangerous. They 
will arouse a force among the anti-union elements (which 
are undoubtedly powerful in California, the home of the 





1 Published by The Macmillan Company, New York, $4. 
—- L. L. The American Federation of Labor, Washington, 


2 Ware, Norman. Labor in Modern Industrial Society. D, C. Heath, 
New York, 1935. 
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Mooney and the Sacramento cases) which will destroy the 
entire trade union movement now as it did once before, in 
1901, when “revolutionary” tactics and a “labor party’’ were 
on the scene. Specifically, in 1934, the president of the 
Longshoremen’s Union accepted for the strikers agreements 
which while giving them most or all of their wage and 
hour demands, would have given them not complete con- 
trol of the hiring halls, but joint control with the employers 
who had previously been in entire control. This, the 
Pacific longshoremen refused. The story of the steps 
from that refusal to the general strike are told compactly 
in a little pamphlet issued by the League for Industrial 
Democracy.‘ Communist boasts at the last meeting of the 
Third International that they had been of influence in this 
strike reinforced the charges of the employers and of the 
conservative unionists of the Communist basis of this strike. 
While progressive unionists and liberals alike condemned 
General Johnson’s strike-breaking and mob-inciting state- 
ments and William Green’s insistence that the strike was 
a local affair and not authorized by the A. F. of L. as such 
(although ordered by the Central body of the city), it was 
generally agreed that the strike, like the British General 
Strike of 1926, had been forced on the trade unions and 
that the initiators as well as the movement were unprepared 
for its consequences which included the rousing of dormant 
anti-union and anti-radical forces. 

How far can labor go, particularly in industries such as 
marine transport, which, perhaps more than any other in- 
dustry, except the power industry, can paralyze economic 
activity ina community? How far can it go when that 
community is composed, not as in a mine town or even New 
York, of strong and large numbers of unionists, but pre- 
dominantly of business anti-union interests. It is recog- 
nized of course that in many industries and communities the 
most conservative of organizational tactics results in com- 
mittees of vigilantes and a violent destruction of all human 
and civil rights and liberties. The authors of the fourth 
volume of the History of Labor say in their conclusion: 
“The rejection of revolutionism was, all in all, no craven 
surrender to superior force. It meant only that American 
unionism, cognizant that its own progress of collective job 
control was beset with extraordinary difficulties in the 
American community, saturated with individualism, saw 
the danger of making its fight a hopeless one by raising a 
red banner over its marching columns. But on issues which 
affected the material welfare and the human dignity of the 
wage earner, American unionism battled against the claims 
of private property to the bitter end and often with a 
reckless daring’. 

The question of where the line is to be drawn between 
a revolutionary fight and one which “affects the material 
welfare and human dignity of the wage earner’ is one 
which in the last analysis is judged by results. The “revo- 
lutionary” Russian Jews in the needle trades unions, in 1912 
and 1914, proved successful; had they failed their failure 
would have been pointed out as another example of the 
dangers of soositiceligin. In 1902, in the anthracite mine 
strike, the “‘revolutionists’” who insisted that the soft coal 
miners must break their contracts in a sympathetic strike 
were proven wrong by the success of the strike. On the 
other hand, the failure of both the A. F. of L, and the 


*“Strikes Under the New Deal.” 
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miners’ union to give support to the 1901 steel strike led 
to what the authors call “Labor’s defeat at the Marne” in 
this basic industry. Had that support been given, the entire 
history of the trade union movement might be different. 
It is not a question of the struggle between the agitators, 
who are, according to Ware, either “idealists, neurotics or 
outsiders” but a difference in judgment based on all the 
factors involved of the chance of success of one or another 
tactic. A revolutionary tactic may succeed in one industry 
at a particular time and fail at another. If local leaders 
are, as they often may be, more willing to stake all on a 
struggle than their international officers, it may mean violent 
internal strife and even disruption, or it may mean a revitali- 
zation of the union. It is either through ignorance or 
doctrinaire fanaticism that one either condemns or exalts 
one tendency or the other in the labor movement. Granted 
even a complete knowledge of all the conditioning factors, 
the final judgment awaits outcome not only of a particular 
situation but an evaluation of all tendencies in a long-time 
historical perspective. Drs. Perlman and Taft have certainly 


CRISIS OF THE 


THE CRISIS OF THE MIDDLE CLASS. By Lewis Corey. 
Covici Friede. $2.50. 


\e~ new book from the pen of the author of “The 
Decline of American Capitalism” gives promise of a 
hopeful development in American Marxian thought. Dis- 
cussion of programs and tactics, as Marx himself showed, 
must be buttressed by sound historical analysis, which takes 
into account economic; political and socio-cultural develop- 
ments. Briefly, Corey points out the ambiguity of the term 
“middle class”, shows that its increasing numbers do not 
belie the Marxian prediction of its disappearance since the 
latter referred to the independent small entrepreneur and 
farmer, who are actually Iedicing in proportional impor- 
tance, at the same time that a new “middle class” of sal- 
atied white collar and professional workers, tenant farmers 
and share croppers has been increasing tremendously. 
Corey’s contention is that the vast majority of this new 
middle class, while psychologically still imbued with bour- 
geois ideas, is economically and socially a propertiless pro- 
letariat, subject to the same hazards of insecurity and de- 
struction of working and living standards as the factory 
proletariat. The crisis of capitalism in the depression has 
actually led not only to a vague, increased radicalism among 
this “new middle class” but to actual sound trade union 
organization. Corey’sother outstanding contribution in 
this volume is his historical survey of the revolutionary 
role as well as the betrayal of the lower middle class in 
European revolutions and even more .on the American 
scene from colonial times on. 

The menace of fascism, which has had in European coun- 
tries, its mass foundation although not its initial urge and 
support in certain dissatisfied elements of this middle class, 
has frightened not a few Marxians and liberals in those 
countries where fascism has not been completely established. 
No group has swung around more completely in its tactics 
than the official Communist Party. It appears willing now 
to form a “united front” not only with trade unionists and 
with socialists whom it previously dubbed “Social fascists’, 
but with a heterogeneous assortment of middle-class reli- 
gious, economic and political groupings in a “people’s 
front”, Corey’s figures would seem to justify those critics 
of the “new line” who point out the dangers of doubtful 
alliance with small business men, the “capitalist” farmer 
and the upper strata of the professional classes. The job 
of the labor forces, economic and political, would therefore 
be organic alliance with this largest middle-class sector which 
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contributed valuable material on which students and par- 
ticipants in the labor movement may come to varying con- 
clusions. The next few months will demonstrate whether 
the conflict between craft and industrial unionists in the 
A. F, of L. and between “revolutionaries” and conservatives 
in the maritime unions must lead to disruption, as the 
authors fear, or whether they result in forward-looking 
feasible changes. 

Only one thing excuses the failure of this Chronicle to 
summarize the significant labor events of 1935: the existence 
of an excellent review in the January number of Advance, 
the publication of the Amalgamated Clothing Workers of 
America. Add to this the published figures of the A. F. 
of L. showing that the unemployed still number 11,672,000, 
that while production has increased 14% and profits 40%, 
in the last year employment has risen only 4% and wages 
only 2.6%. Here you have a picture of the labor forces 
in the United States, which had the sad Honor Roll last 
year, (according to the Socialist Call of December 21, 
1935) of 33 workers killed in labor struggles. 


MIDDLE CLASS 


in economic fact is proletarian, and cooperation on spe- 
cific points only with other groupings. 

The role of various elements in the middle class is a 
question that of necessity interests Jewish labor and pro- 
labor elements. It has long been a truism as some wit put 
it that the vast majority of the Jewish mittelstand is a 
standt ohne mittel. This threatened middle class Jewish 
element has the possibility of becoming part of the wage- 
earning and salaried class. In Palestine trade union organ- 
ization is strong precisely because it embraces the factory, 
the agricultural, white collar and the professional worker; 
if it included only the first it would = helpless. In the 
United States, organization among Jewish white collar and 
professional workers is proceeding quickly at the same 
time that fascist: racialists and anti-labor elements threaten 
their position, Soviet Russia cannot here be included be- 
cause private capital does not exist there. Since fascism 
bears with a double weight on Jewish workers by hand and 
brain, Corey’s book has a great significance for them. 

E. G. 


SWEEPING COBWEBS 


GENETICS AND THE SOCIAL ORDER. By Mark 
Graubard, Tomorrow Publishers. 127 pages. 75 cents. 


we is human nature and can it be changed? Are 
there superior races? Is racial or national hatred 
instinctive? Is social change in harmony with biology? 
Dr. Mark Graubard, a research geneticist, undertakes to 
analyze in scientific terms the loose thinking and looser 
phraseology which, according to him, pervades writing 
from daily journalism to Sigmund Freud. Dr. Graubard’s 
systematic debunking is extremely effective insofar as the 
objects of his scrutiny can be brought under available sci- 
entific examination. Within fifteen minutes of rapid, fun- 
damental and brilliant exposition, racial ‘‘science”, anthro- 
pological “hocus-pocus” and a good deal of socio-economic 
bunk go the way of last year’s snows. If honest intellectual 
sarcasm and deft scientific diplomacy can shrivel up the 
Third Reich and constitute sanctions against Mussolini then 
those two headaches of humanity are as good as cured. 
Dr. Graubard complains with justice that while our age is 
regarded as scientific by scientists, electrical by engineers, 
paleontologists refer to it as the age of insects and social 
critics had better judge it as mentally medieval. For in 
a social order which is ruled by an exploiting class, ethics, 
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aesthetics and science are polluted with perverted concepts. 
On this assumption, Dr. Graubard does much sweeping of 
cobwebs and offers excellent armament for combatting reac- 
tionary and fascist hypotheses. 

As readers differ in equipment and temperament, for 
some this book will be a mighty jolt, for others a confir- 
mation of growing distrust for counterfeit ideas, for still 
others a point-of-departure to a more straightforward scru- 
tiny of certain “irrational’’ philosophical concepts, which 
Dr. Graubard does not treat at all. No one should forego 
the excellent measurement of his mental lucidity which this 


book tests so admirably. 


A YIDDISH POET 


AT THE RICH MAN’S GATE. Poems by Z. Weinper. 
Translated by Morton Deutsch. Introduction by Isidor 
Schneider, Coward-McCann. $1.25. 


apes on fare occasions, poetry in translation tells 
more about the poet and his audience sociologically 
than about the intrinsic merit of the poet’s craft. This 
Mr. Schneider makes admirably clear in a lucid introduc- 
tion to Mr. Weinper’s twenty poems translated from the 
Yiddish. Mr. Schneider shows how Yiddish poetry, a 
living branch of American letters, is closer to its reading 
and listening audience than is American poetry. Poetry in 
English is generally accepted in narrow professional cir- 
cles, in little magazines or by poets among themselves. 
Yiddish poetry is a more social art and the Yiddish poet a 
vocal, intimate communicant, The good qualities of the Yid- 
dish composer of poetry would therefore derive from this 
novel and desirable situation—his faults from the same 
source. Mr. Weinper’s lyrical verse is characterized by 
buoyancy, naivete and self-dramatization in easy, popular 
snapshots. Light irony with barbs not too sharp; folk- 
loristic approaches to love themes; sentiment laboring over 
landscape, pigeons, dawn, earth, and so forth; these Mr. 
Weinper uses with success as if face to face with an appre- 
ciative audience of thoroughly enthusiastic auditors in a 
smoke-laden room. The quality of ballads is born in such 
an atmosphere, The translation by Morton Deutsch is very 
sympathetic to these twenty documents of experience. 


PRESENTING FROHMAN 


DANIEL FROHMAN PRESENTS: An Autobiography. 
By Claude Kendall and Willoughby Sharp. $3.50. 


i autobiography of a famous theatre manager is 
filled with muffled, crowded echoes of stage names 
and events. Written without literary pretense or organiza- 
tion, it would seem to appeal to those who have talent in 
capturing the glamor of theatre from artless anecdotes of 
the great Booth, Jefferson, Irving, and Farrar, or from the 
lovely, saddening photographs of Modjeska, Bernhardt and 
Duse. But another way to read Mr. Frohman is to accept 
the famous producer himself as the protagonist of a first- 
rate performance. He is the son of one of those Jewish 
pack peddlers who carried his wares in the America of 
1845 and who learned Kotzebue and Schiller verses from 
an unusual father, He worked on the Tribune, struggled 
as an advance agent for road companies, established his 
first theatre, and began a long association with theatrical 
celebrities of several generations. Perhaps Frohman’s im- 
pression of Israel Zangwill, as dramatist, is revealing of 
the producer as a man. Zangwill would not allow a char- 
acter in one of his plays to be “betrayed” because he con- 
ceived her as charming and innocent. Said Frohman: 
“Either Mary must lose her character or you must lose 
your royalties.” Zangwill was stubborn; Frohman was 
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right; the play failed. Something there was in Frohman’s 
essential character, which fifty years of both brilliant and 
blatant theatre did not affect, and this comes out in his easy 
remark that ‘without sin and wrong-doing we would lose 
the big elements of expiation . . . which the Drama dis- 
closes in human life and action”—and which poor Zang- 
will couldn’t see to the detriment of his New York roy- 
alties. 


PALESTINE FOR CHILDREN 


ADVENTURE IN PALESTINE. By Marion Rubinstein. 
Alfred A. Knopf. $2.00. 


ie book brings us a gentle breath from a new land 
—an experience rare and refreshing after the Sunday 
School literature so often administered to Jewish youth in 
the past. And while Marion Rubinstein is not here an 
adventuring spirit in children’s writing any more than her 
characters actually adventure in Palestine, she has done a 
book with restraint and tolerance and set into it many 
first-hand impressions of the country she visited. The only 
other volume of worth on modern Palestine for children is 
Amnon, A Lad of Palestine, by Marian King (1931). The 
present volume is even more engaging. 

The story concerns three sisters, the impish Friedl, 
Gretel, and Ellen, the eldest, who come alone from Ger- 
many to Palestine. Their two cousins and aunt and uncle 
welcome them. Having learned Hebrew in Diisseldorf, 
they take quickly to this otherwise strange land, dancing 
the Aora on Friday nights, napping at midday, swimming 
in Tel-Aviv. But for the most part they are sightseeing— 
by bus, truck, donkey, train, and anything that will move 
under them. Although warned not to do too much the 
first few days, for fear of Pavatacha (a Palestinian illness 
starting with a severe stomach-ache) they take care and— 
Fried] promptly gets Pavatacha. But again they are on the 
go, visiting the Children’s Republic, the Ein Harod collec- 
tive, attending an open-air wedding in a commune at which 
the bride wears, like themselves, shorts, a blue shirt and 
kerchief round her head. With press reporters, they greet 
the arrival of Empress Waizeru. Menen, alleged direct 
descendant of the Queen of Sheba, but somewhat less al- 
luring, weighing a conservative 300 pounds and carrying 
an enormous red umbrella over her sun-helmet. They ride 
down to the very much alive Dead Sea. They constantly 
meet Germans, some from Diisseldorf; and Ellen has her 
fortune told. 

At times, exciting incidents make these travel pictures 
move at a breathless, cinematic pace: as when Ellen is 
marched to court by a great Arab policeman for having 
illegally taken snap-shots at the Wailing Wall on New 
Year's day; and when on the dark and deserted Dead Sea 
road, by Abu Jilda, they are robbed by Jesse James of 
Palestine. 

Boys and girls from nine to thirteen and up may fear- 
lessly go through this book—the excellent photographs, 
glossary and all—without feeling ashamed for the author 
and without feeling that their own intelligence has been 
insulted. The publisher is to be complimented for so at- 
tractive a volume. But there should have been a map. 

ROBERT GARVEY. 
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Presenting Eretz Israel 


A MODERN JOSHUA 


= ISRAEL of early 1936 celebrated a novel anni- 

versary. Last month representatives from every part 
of the Ysshuv (Jewish community) congregated within 
Agency Hall, Jerusalem, before an enormous map to honor 
the seventieth birthday of Joshua Chankin. To most Amer- 
ican Jews, that name may mean less than did the »more 
renowned cognomen of Private Shaw. But to Palestinian 
Jews and to Zionists the world over, Chankin’s name 
rouses romantic associations similar to those evoked by 
Colonel Lawrence. Like that famous Englishman who 
worked without portfolio and yet influenced statecraft, 
Chankin has proved one of the greatest of Jewish states- 
men, For it was he who within forty-five years succeeded 
in acquiring (as the map showed) six hundred thousand 
dunam for Jewish colonization. Rishon le Zion and Ge- 
dera, the enormous expense of the Emek Jezreel, Emek 
Hefer, Emek Sharon, the vast Lake Huleh stretches in the 
northern part of Palestine, and the new lands in the Negev 
of southern Palestine—all were obtained through the ef- 
forts of this “great redeemer’”, Joshua Chankin. Here is a 
real-estate man with a difference! He never transacted 
business for personal profit. His dealings have always 
been eminently fair and have caused nothing but satisfac- 
tion among Arabs as well as Jews. Known far and wide 
by the Arab peasantry, he numbers among his most inti- 
mate friends many fellahin and Bedouins, Living in their 
midst, he is accepted by Arabs as one of their own. Though 
he has provided new homes for prospering Arabs and 
Jews, Chankin himself is a wanderer. For nearly half a 
century he has unobtrusively moved about Palestine estab- 
lishing connections, opening negotiations, and finally 
achieving land transactions without which the national 
homeland could not have grown so quickly. His numerous 
contacts enabled the first settlers in the 90’s of last century, 
as well as the new halutzim of the twentieth century, to 
create colonies and establish cooperatives. Virtually half 
of all the land in Palestine now in possession of Jews 
was obtained through Chankin’s careful planning and 
above-board negotiations. Were it not for his labors the 
map of Jewish Palestine would today be meagre in size. 
Like Joshua of old, he has led the children of Israel into 
the Promised Land but his mode of acquisition was not 
that of conquest. His methods of obtaining land for his 
people have proven advantageous to the entire population 
of Palestine. And the name of Chankin is now indelibly 
associated not only with the map but with the life of 
entire Eretz Israel. 


REDEMPTION OF TEL AVIV 


iene the tributes to Chankin were being delivered 
in Jerusalem by variegated representatives like the 
Laborite Abraham Harzfield, of the Histadrut, and Moshe 
Smilansky, president of the reactionary Jewish Farmers’ 
Federation, the last act of a vitally important drama was 
performed in Tel Aviv. In the past seven years a small 
clique managed to retain control over that all-Jewish city 
with its population of nearly 150,000. The municipality 
of Tel Aviv was managed by a City Council of 15, two- 
thirds of which consisted of representatives of property 
owners, Revisionists, Sephardim, and so-called “liberal” 
Centrists who consistently defied the Kneset Israel (Jewish 
National Assembly of Palestine), and thwarted the official 
policies of the entire Zionist movement, The dominating 
reactionary group, despite internal dissensions, assumed a 


united front against Labor. Hence its callous indifference 
to the most vital needs of the poorer elements of the pop- 
ulation; its shirking of educational responsibilities for the 
children of non-property holders; and its refusal to adopt 
progressive policies aiming at the welfare of the ever- 
increasing numbers of new settlers. Seeking to perpetuate 
its own powers, the reigning clique imposed on the Tel 
Aviv population an electoral scheme which defrauded thou- 
sands of workers from the right to vote. All these tactics 
to insure their entrenchment proved unavailing. For or- 
ganized labor broke the grip of reactionary elements on 
December 15, on the occasion of the last election. There 
was a large turn-out of voters and excitement prevailed 
when the count revealed that the Labor Party received the 
largest number of votes. The combined ptogressive parties 
opposing former Mayor Dizengoff polled more than 11,000 
votes, or 51% of the total number of ballots cast, The 
victory, however, was incomplete. Owing to the regula- 
tions laid down by the defeated politicians, the Labor Party 
despite its 8,709 votes gained only six seats while the right- 
wing parties polling 8,543 obtained seven seats. The trick 
was turned by a complex system of distributing surplus 
votes. As a result, the City Council now comprises seven 
Labor seats, and seven right-wing seats. This unfair situ- 
ation accounts for the fact that Dizengoff, who received 
no more than 2,010 out of a total of 21,687 ballots, actu- 
ally got the mayorality again. Notwithstanding these carry- 
overs of an already discredited political system, the hold 
of the clique is definitely loosened. Though Labor is still 
a minority by one vote, the policies to be pursued by the 
newly organized City Council will inevitably undergo radi- 
cal change. Tel Aviv is about to be redeemed. Its citizens 
no longer muzzled, this all-Jewish city can now begin to 
function more constructively in Palestine Jewish life. 


AWARDS AND REWARDS 


. } first literary awards offered in Jerusalem by the 
Bialik Foundation to the best Hebrew works published 
throughout the world from 1933 to 1935 attract attention 
to the variety and range of literature published in modern 
Hebrew. The first prize of $1,000 in the field of scien- 
tific literature was given to Professor Israel Davidson, of 
the Jewish Theological Seminary of New York, for his 
Thesauras of Medieval Hebrew Poetry. For belle lettres 
the first $1,000 prize went to Zalman Schneir for his vol- 
ume of poems Pirkai Yaar. A second award of $500 was 
divided between Avigdor Hameiri for a volume of poems 
and Jacob Bourla for short stories. Prizes were bestowed 
upon Saul Tschernichowski for a Hebrew translation of 
Homer’s Iliad; upon Alexander Schorr for a translation 
of Herodotus and Tacitus; and upon Joseph Ur for a trans- 
lation of Locke’s and Hume’s philosophical essays. No 
first prize was awarded in the field of juvenile literature, 
though a second prize of $250 was shared by the poet 
Anda Pinkerfeld for a volume of poems for children and 
Eleazer Smoli for his novel Maase Bereshit dealing with 
early Halutz life in Palestine, It is interesting to note that 
Tschernichowski, ihe translator of the Iliad, emerges 
as the greatest living Hebrew poet. Other prize-winners 
are more recent contributors to the Hebrew renaissance. 
At least two of the writers capturing awards came to Pal- 
estine only little more than a decade ago. Anda Pinkerfeld 
was born in Poland in 1902 and did not know a word of 
Hebrew until 1916 when she joined the Hashomer Hatzair. 
Four years later she arrived in Palestine. Avigdor Hameiri 
first saw the light of day in Hungary in 1890, fought 
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through the World War, wrote The Great Lunacy, an ac- 
count of his experiences as a prisoner of war, and The 
Nether Hell, a volume of sketches on Odessa life of 1920- 
21. In 1922 Hameiri landed in Palestine, where he has 
since published novels and poems. 


THE PACE OF DAILY EVENTS 


5 ieee rehabilitation work in Eretz Israel is daily bur- 
geoning in new directions. HOUSING: Hadar Ha- 
carmel (the Jewish settlement in Haifa) is growing apace. 
During the year ending September 30, 1935, 139 new 
houses were constructed. The present total of 842 dwell- 
ings contain 10,029 rooms. Hadar Hacarmel’s population 
is now estimated at 24,000. WATER-SUPPLY: After 
two thousand years of water shortage, Jerusalem at last re- 
ceives water through a sixty-two kilometer pipe line which 

ps from a newly-built reservoir at Ras-El-Ain, some 
2600 feet below Jerusalem. EXPORTS: The volume of 
citrus shipments for the current season (as of January 5, 
1936) reached 2,319,650 cases, an increase of 688,620 
cases over the 1,631,030 produced during the same period 
in the preceding year. THEATRE: The Workers’ Council 
of Haifa has opened a cinema costing $150,000 to be used 
for movies and plays. Among the new facilities are mod- 
ern staging equipment for the more effective presentation 
of proletarian drama. REFORESTATION: At Kfar Et- 
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zion, a semi-ruzal suburb between Jerusalem and Hebron, 
15,000 trees were planted this winter. HEALTH: A new 
tuberculosis sanitori1um is being built upon National Fund 
land on the outskirts of Jerusalem, EDUCATION: The 
Hebrew University has announced its decision to establish 
a mew chair in social and political economy. HISTORY: 
In the Holy City Monsieur Brave not only shampoos and 
sets permanent waves but also reminisces. At one time, 
that remarkable gentleman served as the personal hair- 
dresser of Anna Pavlowa. Of all the great ladies he ever 
served, she was the greatest—and simplest. When he 
accompanied her about the world and dressed her coiffure 
for the immortal “Swan” dance, Pavlowa, the incompara- 
ble, confessed to him that she was sorry never to have had 
children. And now Monsieur Brave mourns sadly: “It 
will be a long time before a new Pavlowa like my Pavlowa 
ever comes again.” SHEEP FARMING: Among the flour- 
ishing industries of modern Jewish Palestine is sheep rear- 
ing. First introduced in the northern cooperatives of Tel 
Hai and Kfar Giladi, sheep farming has spread to nineteen 
settlements which now contain 4,418 heads of sheep and 
goats. Last year the Tnuva (the workers agricultural dis- 
tributing cooperative) disposed of 203,000 litres of sheeps’ 
milk. A new link thus has been established between the 
shepherd King David who thousands of years ago tended his 
flocks in the hills of Bethlehem and the halutzim engaged 
in similar tasks in the year 1936, F. P. 


Palestine News Reel 


HEFZIBAH—THE WOMAN'S PARADISE Recent es- 
tablishment of the first five-and-ten cent store by German 
emigres in Tel-Aviv may have introduced a mondaine, even 
tawdry note to the first all-Jewish city. But when the mass- 
ive electric letters spelled out to the Levant the Biblical 
name Hefzibah, and the network counters disported newly- 
coined Hebrew names for numerous household items, with 
special reclame for the merchandise made in Palestine, one 
went there not merely to shop, but for the added zest of 
learning new Hebrew words and to buy in Palestine items 
which were formerly obtained abroad, 

I made a shopping tour through the narrow iskes—a 
labyrinth of sections and objects familiar to the eye, but 
humming with a new life, a new meaning. I heard the 
“pious” shaming newcomers into speaking Hebrew. I 
heard a shopping mother pacifying her disinterested child 
with ice-cream, acquiring its Hebrew equivalent right there 
and then. I even acted as umpire between a halutza from 
Poland who snapped at a German Aausfrau for asking if she 
could obtain a certain object to which she was accustomed 
“at home”. 

Hefzibah—the woman’s paradise seemed like a class- 
room and battlefield where one fought for a cause, all in 
one. 


PHILOLOGY AND WAFFLES An American woman, 
Miss S— F—, served as nurse in Palestine for many years. 
She decided to make room-for other nurses, and meet a 
more immediate, if not as serious a need—genteel food and 
a refined restaurant atmosphere for the American new- 
comers. Thus was introduced the first American Tea-Room 
where dainty sandwiches, vegetable platters and peach mel- 
bas make the American less home-sick, more fit for his 
job. 
Then came the waffle, after that the muffin, and the at- 
tendant cup-cake. Menus, however, must be printed in 
Hebrew. And the problems of giving the imported delicacies 
Hebrew names was serious. Off to the Philological Com- 
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mittee went Miss F—, and there the scholarly gentlemen 
put linguistic and culinary talents together to invent numer- 
ous words not heretofore needed. Miss F— is now the 
hostess of the thriving Shoppe: Al Cos Te (Over A Glass 
of Tea). 


MUSIC AND MUD I have heard music played by 
lovely ladies. I have heard music played by sensitive gentle- 
men. But not until I came to Ein-Harod, in the Emek, 
did I hear fine music played beautifully by calloused hands 
stiffened and colored by damp mud. 

The piece was a Sonata by Anton Dvorak. The players 
were two young German boys who came with the Children’s 
Aliyah. ‘The time was about ten in the morning, when the 
huge collective dining-room was being cleaned up after 
some seven hundred haverim and haverot had breakfasted. 
Since this dining room is the’ collective assembly hall, the 
piano is to be found in one of its corners, opposite the 
kitchen. 


“This is the best time for playing. Everybody is out 
working”, one of the youths told me, “we get very little 
chance to practice in the spring and summer months because 
we are busy working. But in the winter, when it rains, we 
are indoors. And what a stroke of luck it was for me to 
get my friend here. I couldn’t practice much before, be- 
cause there was no pianist. Then he came. We get to- 
gether whenever possible.” 

In the violin case on the table I noticed a letter post- 
marked Koenigsberg. It was from the mother of the violin- 
ist. He summed up its contents to me: she tells him to 
be careful that his name-labels stay in his stockings. They 
are woolen stockings, and good for rainy weather. With- 
out labels they are apt to get lost in the collective laundry. 

The pianist said: ‘Next week, we shall hear Mischa 
Elman. We in the Kvutzot are lucky that way. In the 
cities, you have to pay a lot of money to hear a foreign 
artist, but in the Emek we hear them gratis.” : 
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ASA AND THE CLASS STRUGGLE Asa is a child 
of the Kywtza, born and bred in the Children’s Colony of 
Ein-Harod. She does not see her parents during the six 
working days — after sunset. She sees them all day 
on the Sabbath, when labor ceases, and parents and chil- 
dren get together, 

Asa has never seen much of grown-ups except when they 
are at work. And work to Asa has always meant pressing 
water out of rocky land, bringing life to the soil, cooking, 
washing, teaching and discussing. 

One day Asa was taken to Haifa by her teacher. She 
was bewildered by the strange metropolis. Bewildered and 
shocked. Her socialist ideology was assailed. 

“Why do ‘op aed sit around and drink tea in the after- 
noon, when the sun is weaker and it is just right for work? 
How is it that people walk idly about the streets, Why 
should anyone order food from another person? Why 
does a porter carry the valise? Isn’t each one supposed to 
help himself? Wouldn't this be called exploitation?”— 
she thought out loud, 

Asa returned to the Kvutza very confused at the lack of 
social justice prevailing in the big city about which she has 
‘ny so much, and after which she has been hankering so 
ong. 


GIVE UNTO OTHERS If in the midst of the recent 
prosperity in Palestine, you find four working women room- 
ing together, or a Aalutz seeking some extra employment in 
the city a few days a week, or young people devouring the 
amusement posters but not entering any of the amusement 
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places, you may be sure that the extra earnings and savings 
go toward one purpose—to relatives and friends “at home”. 

I have heard of fifteen factory workers buying collectively 
a daily copy of Davar; I have met girls who went into 
domestic service which gives them free bed and board, so 
that most of their salary might remain intact; I have spoken 
to a newly-wedded Aavera, who forewent the pleasure of a 
reception to friends, in order to save two pounds; and all 
with the purpose of sending money “home”. 


It is interesting, if not startling, that in the year 1935 
Palestine Jews sent home 300,000 pounds to relatives and 
friends in Eastern Europe, and that a goodly portion of it 
came from working men and women. These remittances 
“home” have become a habit, a duty, a religion, it might 
be said, much as it was with the American Jew in former 
years of prosperity in this country. And like the American, 
the Palestinian Jew is not stopping at these remittances, but 
arranging for certificates and steamship tickets for these 
relatives in Galut. 


So much has this become a movement, such great sacrifices 
has the Palestinian made in this direction, that leaders and 
social workers are beginning to be concerned, on the 
ground that it may keep many a poorer worker underfed, 
— him of well-earned recreation and peace of 
mind. 

Hardly any one with relatives in Europe, is without a 
receipt showing the remittance of half a pound, ten pounds, 
sometimes more. A few receipts even indicate money sent 
to relatives in the United States. . . . 


LEAGUE NOTES 


At the second League Forum, on Sunday evening, Feb- 
ruaty 23rd, again in the Auditorium of the Society for 
the Advancement of Judaism, Rabbi Milton Steinberg 
will lecture on “The Meaning of Palestine for the Dia- 
spora Jew”. . . . The Jewish Frontier Anniversary Dinner 
will take place in New York on Wednesday evening, Feb- 
fuary 12th, at the Commodore Hotel. Among the sponsors 
of the dinner are Stephen S. Wise, Judge Julian W. Mack, 
and Louis Lipsky, . . . During January Mrs. Goldie Myer- 
son addressed public meetings in Newark, Philadelphia, 
Boston, Springfield, Worcester, Hartford, Camden, Balti- 
more, and Washington. In Philadelphia she addressed the 
monthly League Forum; in Boston, a large public meeting 
where a considerable number of new members joined the 
League; a student meeting at Cambridge, sponsored by 
Avukah, followed by a lively discussion; a meeting of the 
Gewerkshaften Campaign workers and the Forum of the 
Amalgamated Union. Dr, Anna Mintz, Chairman of the 
Boston League, informs us that “Mrs. Myerson’s visit has 
aroused genuine enthusiasm for the League, which will 
greatly accelerate our activities.” In Springfield, as William 
Shreiber, chairman of the local unit writes us, “a highly 
intelligent gathering of over 200, mostly young people, 
were deeply impressed with the stirring address of Mrs. 
Myerson. At the League meeting many constructive sug- 
gestions were presented by our distinguished guest.” The 
local dailies published full reports of the meeting. In 
Worcester, Mrs. Myerson was the main speaker at the 
wind-up of the successful Gewerkshaften Campaign, and 
delivered a lecture at Rabbi Olan’s Temple. Dr. Joseph 
Diamond writes: ‘“‘Mrs. Myerson’s visit to Worcester was 
a source of inspiration to all of us.” M. Perkel, President 
of the Hartford chapter, writes that “Hartford Jewry has 
never before heard such an inspiring message on Pales- 
tine.” In Camden, N. J., the public meeting of the League 
had an excellent attendance, In Baltimore, Mrs. Myerson 
spoke from Rabbi Israel’s pulpit. She was the guest speaker 


at the Annual Banquet of the Pioneer Women’s Organiza- 
tion, at a special meeting of the Hashomer, the large, inde- 
pendent Zionist group, affiliated with the League, and with 
the help of Dr. H. Seidel, organized a new professional 
unit of the League. In Washington, Goldie Myerson ad- 
dressed an audience of League youth, a meeting of the 
Pioneer Women’s Organization, and delivered a lecture 
sponsored by the Arbeiter Ring. In Philadelphia, Mrs. 
Myerson spoke at a student’s meeting of Pennsylvania Uni- 
versity. She spoke in Vineland, N. J., and was guest of 
a reception given in honor of Dr. and Mrs. Louis S. Dunn. 
The meeting in Vineland was arranged through the efforts 
of Mrs. Rachel Yarden, one of the leading members of the 
Philadelphia League. Through February Mrs, Myerson will 
visit Cleveland, Detroit, Chicago, Omaha, and Kansas City. 
. . . Rabbi Phineas Smoller and Theodore Herzl Cook 
have been engaged as Field organizers of the League. Rabbi 
Smoller will cover the Middle-West and Mr, Cook will 
work in the Eastern states. Rabbi Smoller has made many 
new contacts in St. Louis and expects to organize several 
new League units. . The National Council of the 
League will be represented at the National U.P.A. Con- 
ference in Washington by a delegation of five... . League 
chapters in many cities are actively engaged in the Gewerk- 
shaften campaign. In Los Angeles, Philadelphia, Wor- 
cester, Springfield, Hartford, Camden, our chapters play 
the leading part in the fund-raising for the Histadrut insti- 
tutions. The Brooklyn chapter, under the leadership of 
the untiring Harry Harrison and Rose Stoloff, is arranging 
a $10.00 luncheon for the Palestine Labor Campaign, which 
will take place on March 8th. . . . The six Hebrew- speak- 
ing groups of the League in New York City had a lively 
Open Hebrew Forum of 125 on January 5th with Dr. 
Nissan Touroff as lecturer. The next general activity of 
the Hebrew-speaking groups in New York is a Charmish- 
Osor B’shavt celebration which will take place on Saturday 
evening, February 8th. 
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